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LONDON, MAY 19, 1888. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Dvrine THE PRESENT sITTINGs the heavy case of Edison § Swan 
Electric Light Co. v. Holland has blocked the way in Mr. Justice 
Kay’s court, having taken up eighteen days, and being expected 
to occupy a week in Trinity Sittings. Mr. Justice Kay has, in 
consequence of this block, only disposed of one witness action 
during the Easter Sittings. 





We print elsewhere two notices which have been issued by the 
Inland Reverue authorities with reference to the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1888. The first of them directs attention 
to the changes in the stamp duties effected by the Act, and the 
mode in which the new duties are to be denoted. The second 
notice refers to the new provisions as to stamping deeds which 
have been repeatedly discussed in these columns. 





Tue motion for the appointment of a new judge of the Chancery 
Division has now been thrown over the Whitsun Vacation, and in 
the press of business which is likely to occur on the reassembling 
of Parliament, it is impossible to say when the matter can be 
brought on. We intimated a few weeks ago that “‘ it is understood 
that, in case of the appointment of a new judge, an additional 
staff of chief clerks will be constituted.” That intimation, the 
correctness of which we hear has been disputed, was not made 
without good grounds, but we’ may venture to suggest that it is 
altogether premature to prefer any application based on the expecta- 
tion of the appointment of a new staff. A good many things may 
happen in the interval. 





We vunprrstanp that the Incorporated Law Society have pre- 
sented a petition to the House of Lords in favour of the Land 
Charges Registration and Searches Bill, pointing out that the case 
of Re Pope (34 W. R. 693, 17 Q. B. D. 743) shews that the state 
of the law relating to judgments, executions, and unregistered 
charges is most unsatisfactory, and exposes purchasers of land to 
dangers to which it is not right that they should be subjected, 
and stating that the intention of the Bill is to protect purchasers, 
especially of small properties, where exhaustive searches are 
precluded by the attendant expense, and to promote the more 
easy and inexpensive transfer of land; and to provide that all 
secret charges which could defeat a purchaser for value should be 
registered in the Central Office of the High Court of Justice, with 
facilities for the making of searches and provision for official 
searches, as in section 2 of the Conveyancing Act, 1882, and the 
rules thereunder. We believe that the council of the society 
have also sent a statement in support of the Bill to each member 
of the House of Lords. 


Tur Court of Appeal No. 1, though it has sat continuously 
during the Easter Sittings, has not been able to dispose of many of 
the final ap in its list. Apart from admiralty and bankruptcy 
appeals, it has only heard thirteen final appeals from the Queen’s 


597 | appeals. 





Bench Division out of a total of seventy-four in the list for hear- 
ing at the beginning of these sittings, the last of the cases di 
of having been set down on November 29. Nor is the inter- 


, | locutory list in a very good state, as the court has not yet (at the 


time this is written) disposed of the interlocutory appeals which 
were set down for hearing at the commencement of the sittings. 
Some of these cases occupied a considerable time, and one of the 
admiralty _— lasted three days, so this slow progress with the 
list may be looked upon as exceptional, and the arrears will prob- 
ably be overtaken at the next sittings. The appeal in the case 


608 | of Yarmouth v. France (19 Q. B. D. 647), on which we recently 


commented (ante, p. 417), still ap in the list of interlocutory 
The appeal is from the judgment of Lord Esurr, M.R., 
Linptey and Lorss, L.JJ., sitting as a divisional court in August 
last, and we presume that the delay arises from the difficulty of 
forming a court to hear the appeal. It is intended to take the case 
to the House of Lords. 





A rornt that, doubtless, often arises in regard to auctioneer’s 
commission has been usefully and satisfactorily settled by the Court 
of Appeal in Peacock v. Freeman. The question was whether the 
defendants, who had been instructed to sell property, were entitled 
to their commission as agreed upon, or only to the thirty guineas 
and out of pocket expenses which they were to have if no sale 
took place. At the auction the property was knocked down to a 
purchaser for £16,500, and at the agreed rate the commission on 
this was over £200. Difficulties arose, however, upon the title, 
and in particular, a part of the property being leasehold, the vendors, 
who were mortgagees, were called upon to obtain the consent of 
the leseor to the assignment. This they were either unable or un- 
willing to do, and, accordingly, under one of the conditions of sale, 
they rescinded the contract, and returned the purchaser his deposit. 
Hereupon the auctioneers claimed to be entitled to their full com- 
mission, the vendors, on the contrary, maintaining that they must 
be content with the thirty guineas payable in the event of no sale. 
The previous case of Prickett v. Badger (5 W. R. 117, 1 C. B. 
N. 8S. 296) had decided that when an agent to sell has found a 
purchaser and then has his authority revoked, he is entitled to sue 
for reasonable remuneration, one of the judges apparently putting 
this at the entire commission agreed upon. And in Fisher v. 
Drewett (27 W. R. 12) the tendency in favour of the agent was 
carried still further, and he was held entitled to his full commis- 
sion, although the sale went off through the vendor failing to 
make a title. But the present case is distinguishable from both of 
these by the fact that the remuneration in the event of no sale had 
been agreed upon beforehand, and the only question that arose 
therefore was whether there had been a ~ or whether it had 
been improperly prevented by the vendors. Partly on the terms 
of the particular contract, but also upon general grounds, the 
court held that there was no sale unless the matter was completed 
by conveyance. Moreover, the vendors acted quite within their 
rights in rescinding under the conditions of sale, and as it was 
under these conditions that the auctioneers sold, there was no 
default on the vendors’ part which could raise an implied promise 
to pay the auctioneers the full commission. As the expenses of 
an abortive auction are always so heavy, it is fortunate that the 
court did not find it necessary to turn these into the full commis- 
sion merely because there was a transient chance of an actual 
sale. 





A corREsPoONDENT draws attention to a refinement in stamp law 
which, so far as we can remember, has not previously come under 
our notice. As we all know, section 96, sub-section (1), of the 
Stamp Act, 1870, provides that “an agreement for a lease, or with 
respect to the letting of any lands,’’ for not exceeding thirty-five 
years is to be charged with the same duty as if it were an actual 
lease for the term and consideration mentioned in the agreement ; 
and sub-section (2) provides that a lease “made subsequently to, 
and in conformity with, such an agreement duly stamped, is to be 
charged with the duty of sixpénce only.” In our correspondent’s 
case there was an agreement for a three years’ tenancy, with an 
option to the tenant to take a lease for a further term of years. In 
pursuance of this option, the tenant took a lease for a term which, 
we presume, commenced upon the expiration of the three years’ 
tenancy. On this lease being presented to be stamped with the 
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sixpenny duty, the authorities claimed full lease duty in respect 
of it. The agreement, they held, was stamped with lease duty as 
‘fan agreement with respect to the letting’ for the three years, 
which had expired, but no lease duty had been paid in respect of 
the option or agreement for a further lease. This contention 
appears to rest on section 8 (1) of the Stamp Act, 1870, and, 
we imagine, would be put somewhat as follows:—An agree- 
ment for a three years’ tenancy, containing an option to take 
@ lease, is an instrument relating to ‘‘ distinct matters,” and is 
to be separately and distinctly charged, as if it were a separate 
instrument, with duty in respect of each of such matters. One 
of such matters is a three years’ tenancy, in respect of which it is 
probably an actual demise, not an agreement for a lease. Full 
lease duty is payable on this. The mere option to take a lease is 
not an “agreement” within section 96, and until it is accepted in 
writing it is a mere offer, requiring no stamp (see and consider 
Worthington v. Warrington, 5 ©. B. 635; Drant v. Brown, 3 
B & C. 665). The agreement is therefore, no doubt, ‘duly 
stamped” within section 96 (2), but it is not the “agreement” 
‘subsequently to and in conformity with” which the lease is 
made ; the only ‘“‘agreement ” which answers to these words is 
the written acceptance of the offer (if any), which must be 
stamped (Hegarty v. Afilne, 14 C. B. 627). We have had no 
opportunity of ascertaining the grounds on which the authorities 
base their contention, but we do not at present see any other 
explanation, and we are afraid that the contention is likely to be 
successful. We shall be glad, however, if any of our readers can 
throw more light on the question. 





Srvce we rast referred to the County Courts Consolidation Bill, 
the Standing Committee on Law has concluded its consideration. 
The amendment of greatest importance has been that on clause 116, 
relating to costs recoverable in the High Court. This clause has been 
struck out, and in lieu of it a new clause has been introduced, pro- 
viding (according to the reportin the Times) ‘‘ that in actions under 
£20 a man shall recover no costs; between £20 and £50 he shall 
recover county court costs; under £10 in tort no costs; between 
£10 and £20 he shall recover county court costs; and that in all 
these cases the judge shall have power as at present to certify” 
— there was sufficient reason for bringing the action in the 

igh Court}. This reads like a very rough summary, and we 
must wait until we see the actual wording of the clause before 
we can safely discuss its effect. Among other amendments, 
words were added to clause 14, prohibiting a county court 
judge from acting as arbitrator or referee for remuneration ; and to 
clause 45, relating to the salaries of registrars, the following words 
were added :—‘‘ In the case of any court where, by reason of the 
amount of business therein, or of the union of the registrar’s office 
with that of the district registrar of the High Court or the district 
probate registrar, or any other public office, the Lord Chancellor 
shall at any time be of opinion that the whole time of the registrar 
ought to be given to the public service, the Lord Chancellor may, 
by order to be laid before Parliament, direct that the registrar shall 
not practise as a solicitor, and thereupon the Treasury shall assign 
to the registrar such salary in respect of his public offices as they 
may think fit, having regard to the smount cf remuneration 
received by the registrar during the five years immediately pre- 
ceding the order, but not exceeding £1,400 a year, and every 
registrar to whom any such order shall apply shall for all 
purposes be deemed to be an officer of the Supreme Court within the 
meaning of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879.” 
A new clause was added after clause 120 (appeals) providing that 
‘In any action or matter in which there is a right of appeal, and 
the judge has at the request of either party made a note of any 
question of law raised at such trial or hearing, and of the facts in 
evidence in relation thereto, and of his decision thereon, and of his 
decision of the action or matter, he shall at the expense of any 
person or persons being party or parties in any such action or matter, 
furnish a copy of the note so teken at the said trial or hearing, er 
allow a copy to be taken of the came, by or on behalf of such 
person or persons, and he shall sign such copy, whether a notice 
of motion in the matter of the said appeal has been served or not, 
and the copy £0 signed shall be used and received at the hearing of 





Bill.” We may remark that one of the most real grievances 
connected with the present county court system—the scale of 
court fees—is left untouched. 





On Frivay in last week a question was raised in the Court of 
Appeal No. 1, in a case of Reveley v. Thomas, as to the construc- 
tion of section 18 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. That section 
provides, by sub-section 1, that ‘‘a mortgagor of land, while in 
possession, shall, as against every incumbrancer, have, by virtue 
of this Act, power to make from time to time any such lease of 
the mortgaged land, or any part thereof, as is in this section 
described and authorized.” (7) ‘‘Every such lease shall con- 
tain a covenant by the lessee for payment of the rent, and a 
condition of re-entry on the rent not being paid within a time 
therein specified, not exceeding thirty days.” (8) ‘‘A counter- 
part of every such lease shall be executed by the lessee, and 
delivered to the lessor.” (17) ‘‘The provisions of this section 
referring to a lease shall be construed to extend and apply, as far 
as circumstances admit, to any letting, and to an agreement, 
whether in writing or not, for leasing or letting.” The action was 
brought by a mortgagee against tenants of the mortgagor to 
recover possession of the mortgaged property. The property was 
agricultural land, and the mortgagor had let it (according to the 
custom of the country) by public auction for the summer months 
for grazing purposes, the letting being verbal. Part of the rent 
was paid in advance, and the remainder was made payable on 
the 24th of September, the tenancies terminating on the 11th 
of November. It was objected that the tenancies were not bind- 
ing on the mortgagee, because sub-section 7 of section 18 had not 
been complied with; there being no condition of re-entry on the 
rent not being paid within a specified time. It became unneces- 
sary to decide the point, because, upon the evidence, the court 
came to the conclusion that the mortgagee had so acted as to 
have estopped himself from objecting to the validity of the 
tenancies. Lord Justice Linpitey, however, though not giving 
any decided opinion upon the point, said that he was not satisfied 
that sub-section 7 applied to a short letting of this description. 
There were, obviously, a great many lettings to which it could 
not apply. It should be observed that Mr. Worsrennoime, in 
his book on the Act (4th ed., p. 64), says:—“ The effect of the 
words ‘so far as circumstances admit,’ is that sub-sections 7 and 
8 as to covenant, condition of re-entry, and counterpart, do not 
apply to a parol agreement.” 





Tue Giese Lanps Britt, which we discussed very fully last 
year (31 Soxicirors’ Journat, 297), passed the House of Commons 
on the 7th inst. and was read a second time in the Upper House 
on the 11th inst. Our readers may remember that its object is to 
give to incumbents powers over their glebe land (which expression 
is to include ‘‘any manor, land, or tenement forming the en- 
dowment or part of the endowment of a benefice’’), to some 
extent resembling those which a tenant for life now possesses 
over settled land. The power of eale is to be exercised 
with the approval of the bishop and patron, and with the 
canction of the Land Commirsioners, to whom this Bill gives 
powers and duties in certein respects similar to those possersed 
by trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land Act. But 
the commissioners will also have power to overrule the dis- 
approval of bishop or patron, to provide for the recoupment to the 
benefice of any diminution in purchase-money by reason 
of dilapidations for which the incumbent is liable, to 
secure the rights of mortgagees or creditors, and from time to 
time, with the approval of the Lord Chancellor, to make 
rules as to procedure and otherwise under the Act. These 
rules, on which the practical working of the Act will to 
a great extent depend, will be judicially noticed and will 
be laid before both Houses of Parliament within three weeks after 
they are made, or, if Parliament be not sitting, within the first 
three weeks of the next session. Purthase-money arising under 
the Act will be laid out in authorized investments, or applied in 
redemption of land-tax, chief-rent, or quit-rent charged on any 
part of the glebe remaining unsold, or in the purchase of any land 





such appeal.”’ And, lastly, the title of the Bill was very properly 
altered to the ‘County Courts Consolidation and Amendment 


adjacent to the parsonage the possession of which would, in~ the 
judgment of the Land Commissioners, be for the benefit of the 
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benefice. One of the tendencies of modern land legislation is 
illustrated by clause 8 of the present Bill, which, if it becomes 
law, will render it incumbent on the commissioners to require, as 
a condition precedent to a sale, that the land, or some part of it, 
shall be sold in small parcels or for the purposes of the Allotment 
Act, 1887, or else to satisfy themselves that such a sale is not 
practicable without diminishing the price obtainable. Such a 
proviso seems unnecessary and burdensome, and may prove a check 
to the sucessful working of the Act, which, moreover, as we re- 
marked last year, comes too late, when land has lost so much of its 
saleable value. 








FORFEITURE OF ESTATES UPON BANKRUPTCY. 


Ir seems to be well settled that an estate may be made liable to 
forfeiture on alienation or bankruptcy in either of two ways, by 
limiting it to the donee for life and then adding a proviso that he 
ehall forfeit it in the events named, or else by making the limitation 
to the donee until alienation or bankruptcy. It is also settled that 
a limitation to the donee in fee subject to a like proviso would 
confer an absolute fee unfettered by the condition, and it has 
recently been decided by Kay, J.,in Dugdale v. Dugdale (36 W. R. 
462) that a limitation to the donee in fee until alienation or 
bankruptcy would have the same effect. If this last decision is 
right a certain consistency is introduced into the law, and it may 
be said that a protected life interest may be created, either by 
proviso or conditional limitation, without regard to nice convey- 
ancing distinctions, but that a protected fee cannot be created at 
all. Inasmuch however as the decision must be received with 
caution, and seeing that the above statement cannot easily be recon- 
ciled with the general law, it seems worth while to examine the 
cases and the doctrines on which it may be thought to rest. 

Our best starting point will be the rule laid down in Bradley v. 
Peixoto (3 Ves. 324), that conditions or restraints, inconsistent 
with and repugnant to any estate or interest to which they are 
annexed, are absolutely void. But a power of alienation and 
liability for the owner’s debts are inseparably incident to an 
estate in fee. It follows, then, that where an estate in fee 
has been once given, any attempt by a subsequent condition 
to rob it of the power or the liability is void. In the same way a 
power of alienation and liability for the owner’s debts are equally 
incident to a life estate, and upon the same principle it would seem 
to follow, that where a life estate has been once given, any attempt 
by a subsequent condition to rob it of these would be equally void. 
A somewhat ambiguous judgment, however, of Lord Eldon’s in 
Brandon v. Robinson (18 Ves. 429), followed by an explanation of 
Turner, V.C., in Rochford v. Hackman (9 Hare, 482) has thrown 
doubt upon this, and has led to what seems to be a settled exception 
to the above rule. The passage in question from Lord Eldon’s 
judgment is as follows :— 

‘* There is no doubt that property may be given to a man until he shall 


become bankrupt. It is equally clear, generally speaking, that if prope 
is given to a man for his life, the donor comment Gabe Guar the incidemts to 
a life estate ; and, as I have observed, a disposition to a man, until he 
shall become bankrupt, and after his bankruptcy over, is quite different 
from an attempt to give to him for his life, with a proviso that he shall 
not sell or alien it. If that condition is so expressed as to amount to a 
limitation, reducing the interest short of a life estate, neither the man nor 
his assignees can have it beyond the period limited.” 


It is evident that Lord Eldon in this passage contemplated the 
validity, not only of a limitation to the donee till bankruptcy, but 
also of a limitation to the donee for life followed by a condition 
expressly cutting down the life estate upon bankruptcy. In other 
words, he allowed the validity not only of a conditional limitation 
depending on bankruptcy, but also of a condition for forfeiture on 
the same event, provided in the latter case the estate were one for 
life only. Hence in Rochford v. Hackman (supra) Turner, 
V.C., says that Lord Eldon’s opinion clearly was that a pro- 
viso for determining a life interest upon bankruptcy was not 
void, but would, on the contrary, be perfectly good if only 
it were so expressed as to amount to a limitation reducing the 
interest short of a life estate. The further point, also, had been a 
good deal discussed, whether it was necessary that there should 
be a gift over upon the forfeiture; but Turner, V.C., further 
illustrated his view of Lord Eldon’s meaning by pointing out 
that a gift over was merely one way of shewing that the 





life interest was to cease, and that there was no necessity for it 
where this was otherwise clearly apparent. That such gift over 
is not necessary appears from Dommett v. Bedford (6 T. R. 684) 
and more recently from Joel v. Mills (3 K. & J. 468); more- 
over, if Lord Eldon’s words are meant to apply to any other 
limitation than a conditional limitation till bankruptey—and it is 
clear that they are—it is difficult to see how they can be made to 
stop short of any proviso which expressly cuts down the previous 
life estate, although it be a condition subsequent. Hence there 
seems ample ground for the doctrine laid down by Mr. Vaizey 
(Settlements, p. 950), “that the rule that a condition prohibiting 
alienation is repugnant and void is not applicable to an estate or 
interest for life, although such an estate or interest is in its quality 
as alienable as an estate in fee or an absolute interest.” This 
exception to the general rule, he goes on to say, is now firmly 
established by a long course of practice and a long series of de- 
cisions. 

Where, however, the original estate is not one for life the rule 
in Bradley v. Peizoto applies, and a subsequent proviso cutting it 
down on bankruptcy is void, although it may be incorporated by 
reference in the original limitation, or may be placed in immediate 
succession to it. Thus in Re Machu (30 W. R. 887, 21 Ch. D. 
838) a testator devised a freehold estate to the use of his daughter, 
her heirs and assigns, ‘‘ subject, nevertheless, to the proviso herein- 
after contained for determining her estate and interest in the event 
therein mentioned,” and in Dugdale vy. Dugdale (supra) the 
testratrix devised to her son, his heirs and assigns, but if he 
should do anything wheieby he would be deprived of the personal 
beneficial enjoyment of the property, then over. In both these 
cases, the former before Chitty, J., the latter, as we have said, 
before Kay, J., the provisoes were held void, and the original gift 
of an estate in fee took effect. Noe Sie 

It is necessary, however, to notice the very important distinction 
which now arises between a conditional limitation—a limitation, 
that is, to A. in fee till bankruptey—and an estate subject toa 
condition—a gift, that is, to A. in fee, but subject to a proviso for 
forfeiture upon alienation or bankruptcy. In Re Maehu Chitty, 
J., adverted to this, and held that the devise there was of the 
latter kind, and, according to the general rule of law, the proviso 
for forfeiture was void. But he expressly reserved his opinion 
upon the effect of a limitation to A. and his heirs until alienation 
or bankruptcy, or, as he stated more generally, upon the question 
“whether an estate in fee simple can be subject to a conditional 
limitation or not.” Upon this reservation of opinion Mr. Challis 
comments in his very able chapter on determinable fees, the name 
which he gives to the conditional limitations now in question. 
He there points out (Real Property, p. 207) that Chitty, J., did 
not distinguish the general question of the validity of determinable 
fees from the particular question of the validity of a fee determin- 
able upon bankruptcy. As to the former, however, there can 
really be no doubt, inasmuch as the validity is assumed in all strict 
settlements of real estate—settlements, that is where there is a 


rty | limitation to the use of the settlor and his heirs until marriage. 


But the real question, of course, is whether a fee can be created 
to determine upon bankruptcy ; and although it was not necessary 
for the case before him, this was dealt with by Kay, J., in Dug- 
dale v. Dugdale. With deference, however, to the arguments he 
there employed, it seems to us that he did not really touch upon 
the distinction between a fee upon condition and a determinable fee. 
The matter stands thus. A fee cannot be determined by a con- 
dition of forfeiture or bankruptcy, because such a condition is 
repugnant to one of its incidents. On the same principle a life 
estate ought not to be determined by a similar condition, because 
the condition is equally repugnant. But in this case an exception 
is allowed, and a life estate may be cut down by a subsequent 
proviso or condition. On the other hand, there has never been any 
doubt that an estate may be limited to a man till bankruptcy, 
because upon bankruptcy happening it ceases by force of the limita- 
tion and not by a condition conflicting with its nature. It seems, 
then, equally to follow that a limitation to a man in fee till bank- 
ruptey ought to be good. If it is objected that this is a fraud 
upon the bankruptcy laws, the reply is clear that the fraud is 
allowed in the case of a life estate, and there is no distinction in 
principle between this and a fee. 

If, however, it should be finally held that a fee cannot be 
limited to determine on bankruptcy, then, as we have already said, 
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the law becomes more intelligible, the general principle being that 
a life estate may be created either by conditional limitation (until 
bankruptcy), or by proviso, but that it is impossible in either way 
to create a fee similarly determinable. As a matter of practice 
it is, of [course, best to create a protected life estate by the former 
of these two methods—that is, by a limitation to the donee until 
bankruptcy. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
WE understand that the Council of the Incorporated Law Society are 
in communication with the Lord Chancellor and the Attorney-General 
for the purpose of having certain improvements made in the proce- 
dure and practice in the county courts. We believe that some of the 
principal a made are the following :— 

It would be to the public advantage if judges of the Supreme Court 
were occasionally, in fitting cases, selected from the roll of county 
court judges. It is also desirable that in important circuits and 
populous districts the salaries of the judges should be increased. 

All proceedings should be commenced in the manner in which 
similar proceedings are commenced in the High Court. Similar 
forms should be used; the originating documents should be kept 
by the suitor, and duplicates be respectively filed in court and served 
on the defendant; and all necessary notices to the parties should 
be printed on such document, no additional document being re- 
quired on entry of the plaint. 

Applications under ord. 5, r. 9 (Form 15), for leave to sue 
out of the district should, if signed in the presence of and attested 
by the solicitor for the party, or a registrar or his clerk, be 
sufficient without further evidence, provided the facts as stated 
legally justify leave being granted. Any person wilfully making 
a false statement in any application should be deemed guilty of a 
contempt of court, and punished by fine or imprisonment. 

In all cases in which a default summons has been issued, for a 
sum not less than £10 (i.¢c., in any action for a debt or liquidated 
money demand), the plaintiff shoul be at liberty, four days after the 
service of the originating document, to take out a summons, return- 
able before the registrar in chambers, calling on the defendant to 
state on affidavit whether he disputes the debt, or any and what part 
of it, and (shortly) on what grounds. The defendant should be in- 
formed, by the summons, that if he has a defence to the action he 
must make an affidavit in answer. The registrar should have the like 
powers of dealing with the action as are conferred upon a master 
under order 14. Where leave is given to defend, the costs of the 
summons should be made costs in the cause. |As the law at present 
stands a defendant often gives notice of defence for the purpose of 
obtaining time and without any real intention to raise a substantial 
defence. 

The scale of court fees requires revision. For cases under £10 
the present fees are (except as hereinafter mentioned) reasonable. In 
oases of £10 and upwards the fee should be, for plaint, 10s.; hearing, 
20s.; admission, 10s. The fee on issuing execution or commitment 
should be, under £5, 1s. in the pound; £5 and under £10, is.; 
£10 and upwards, 10s., with a poundage of 6d. on the amount 
realized. ri the fees are revised those allowed to solicitors, which are 
at present most inadequate, should be taken into consideration. | 

A written notice of intention to defend should be sufficient to 
insure a case being put into the defended list. 

All courts should, where practicable, open not later than ten 
a.m., and the court should not rise before five p.m., unless the 
business be earlier finished. The registrar should, on the opening of 
the court, decide undefended and admitted cases, and, after the dis- 
posal thereof, other cases in which, with the judge’s consent, the 
parties agree to accept the registrar’s judgment. All cases not tried 
on the return day for lack of time should, where practicable, be tried 
at a sitting to be held within fourteen days, and monthly and bi- 
monthly courts should, as far as possible, be held on the same 
week-day. 

Actions should generally be heard in the order of entry, but, 
where practicable, a special hour should be appointed for taking 
those in which the court has notice that an advocate is employed on 
either side. 

In cases in which advocates are employed, the judge should, on 
the application of the advocate of either party, take a note of the 
evidence adduced as well as of questions of law raised at the trial. 

Appeals from the county court to the High Court should be 
allowed on the same grounds and heard in the same manner as 
appeals from the High Court to the Court of Appeal, both on 

uestions of fact and of law; but in cases under £10 no appeal should 


lie except by leave of the county court judge or of the appellate | pa. 


court. 
The enforcement of county court 0 a should be im- 
proved by giving suitors the power of employing, at their option, 





special bailiffs approved by the court, and by granting the same 
facilities with regard to receivers, stop orders, and charging 
orders, as are attached to judgments of the superior courts. 

Persons acting as bailiffs should be subject to more stringent 
control. 

In cases of contemporaneous executions from superior court 
and county court, both sheriff’s officer and bailiff should be allowed 
to take possession ; and in the event of delay by the party having 
priority, the other amped should be entitled to sell after the expiration 
of five days from the original seizure. 

The Debtors Act, 1869, should be amended (as regards both 
superior courts and county courts) by casting on the debtor the onus 
of proof of the insufficiency of his means, and all summonses issued 
under the Act should contain a notice that, on failure to appear, the 
debtor would subject himself to punishment for contempt, and the 
judge should accordingly be empowered to enforce this notice. 
Substituted service of judgment summonses should in proper cases 
be allowed. 

Facilities should be given for sending causes from the superior 
court to the county court, and vice versd, at any stage upon the 
application of any party by summons in chambers. 

Applications for change of venue under 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108 
should be dealt with by the registrar in chambers, subject to appeal 
to the judge. 

In remitted cases, and in cases of £20 and upwards, the judge 
shall be empowered to issue commissions to take evidence abroad. 

Affidavits for use in county courts should be allowed to be 
sworn before any registrar’s clerk, who may be authorized, in writing, 
by the judge of the court to administer oaths. 

In special cases where counsel are not instructed, and the 
solicitor acts as advocate, the taxing officer should have power to 
allow special fees for minutes of facts or evidence and for conducting 
cause, 

The registration of county court judgments should be sus- 
pended for fourteen days after final ascertainment of the amount 
due thereon and default in payment thereunder. 

County court judgments for sums exceeding £20 (exclusive of 
costs) ought to carry interest as in the superior courts. 

Subject to the foregoing suggestions for improvements in prac- 
tice and procedure being substantially adopted, the concurrent 
(but not exclusive) common law jurisdiction of the county court 
might be usefully extended to £100. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
COPYHOLDS.—STAMP DUTY ON ADMISSION UNDER WILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I should be glad if some of your readers who are stewards of 
manors would state what is their practice as to stamping the copy 
of court roll on admission by a devisee under a will. By the Wills 
Act (1 Vict. c. 26), 8, 4, a devisee is to be admitted although there 
may have been no surrender to the use of the will, but the same 
stamp duty is to be paid as would have been payable upon a sur- 
render to the use of the will. The Stamp Act, 1870, repeals the duty 
of 2s. 6d. on copyhold admittances which was payable under 13 & 14 
Vict. c. 97, and (except in cases of sale, mortgage, or demise) imposes 
a duty of 10s. upon a surrender or grant only. It is assumed that a 
surrender to the use of a will would come within the charge [see 
Griffith's Digest of Stamp Duties (8th ed., p. 59)], and it would seem 
to follow that a 10s. stamp should be affixed in respect of the pre- 
sumed surrender under 1 Vict. c. 26. A STEWARD. 





AGREEMENT FOLLOWED BY LEASE. 
[To the Editur of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Section 96 of the Stamp Act, 1870, provides that a lease made 
subsequent to and in conformity with an agreement wees | 
stamped as a lease should only be charged with a duty of 6d. ; but if 
the view taken by the authorities of the working of that section be 
the correct one, it would seem that the whole thing is a delusion, 
and that ordinary three years’ tenancy agreements with an option of 
a lease do not come within it. 

To be plain, on recently presenting a lease and a oe 
granted pursuant to such an option, to be stamped with the 6d. duty, 
the authorities declined to pass that daty, on the ground that the 
agreement was chargeable in respect of the three years only, which 
had ee, not in respect of the option, and that lease duty was 
able. 

should be glad to hear your views, and also to know whether 
the point has, to your knowledge, ever occurred before. ® 

[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Eb. S.J.] 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


NOTICE.—CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE ACT, 1888. 
THE NEW STAMP DUTIES. 
The Board of Inland Revenue direct attention to the following 
provisions of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, which has 
now received the Royal Assent. 


ConTRACT NoTEs. 


In lieu of the stamp duty of one penny paid on a Contract Note, as 
now defined by the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1878, where 
such Note advises the sale or purchase of any stock or marketable 
security of the value of one hundred pounds or upwards, there is to 
be charged the duty of Sixpence. 

The new duty is to be denoted by an adhesive stamp, or adhesive 
stamps, appropriated to a Contract Note, and such stamp or stamps 
is, or are, to be cancelled by the person by whom the Note is 
execu 

Appropriated stamps of the value of 6d., 1s., and 1s. 6d. have been 
provided, and can be obtained at the principal stamp offices. 

The amount of duty upon a Contract Note stamped in conformity 
with the Act may be added to the charge for penny or agency. 

The term ‘‘ Contract Note” means the Note sent by a broker or 
agent to his principal (except where such principal is acting as broker 
or agent for a principal), advising him of the sale or purchase of we | 
stock or marketable security, and any person who effects any suc 
sale or purchase as a broker or agent is to forthwith make and execute 
a Contract Note, and transmit the same to his principal, and in default 
of so doing is to forfeit the sum of Twenty Pounds. 

Where a Note advises the sale or purchase of more than one descrip- 
tion of stock or marketable security, the Note is to be deemed to be 
as many Contract Notes as there are descriptions of stock or security 
sold or purchased. 

It is to be observed that section 69 of the Stamp Act, 1870, imposes 
a penalty of twenty pounds on every person who makes or executes 
any Contract Note chargeable with stamp duty, and not duly stamped, 
and it is further provided that no broker, agent, or other person shall 
have any legal claim to any charge for brokerage, commission, or 
agency, with reference to the sale or purchase of any stock or market- 
able security of the value of five pounds or upwards mentioned or 
referred to in any Contract Note, unless such Note is duly stamped. 


TRANSFERS OF REGISTERED BonDs, DEBENTURES, &C, 

There is to be charged upon a transfer, assignment, disposition, or 
assignation, otherwise than on mortgage, of any mortgage, bond, 
debenture, or covenant (being a marketable security), or of any 
security for money by or on behalf of any Foreign or Colonial State, 
Government, municipal body, corporation, or company (being a 
marketable security), the following duties; (that is to say) : 

Where the transfer, assignment, disposition, or assignation is on 
sale, the same ad valorem duties as are now charged under the 
Stamp Act, 1870, upon a conveyance or transfer on sale of any 
property, such duties being at the rate of ten shillings per 
cent. of the amount or value of the consideration for the sale. 

Where the transfer, assignment, disposition, or assignation is of 
any other kind than on sale or mortgage, ten shillings. 

The above duties are in substitution for the duty of sixpence for 
every one hundred pounds, and also for any fractional of one 
hundred pounds, of the amount transferred, assigned, or disponed in 
any case in which such duty is imposed by the Stamp Act, 1870, and 
they must be denoted by impressed stamps, 


STATEMENTS OF CAPITAL OF LimITED LiABILITy CoMPANIES. 


A statement of the amount of nominal capital to be raised by shares 
of any company to be registered with limited liability is to be de- 
livered to the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies in England, Scot- 
land, or Ireland, and a statement of the amount of any increase of 
registered capital of any company now registered or to be registered 
with limited liability is to be delivered to the said registrar, and every 
such statement is to be charged with an ad valorem stamp duty of 
two shillings for every one hundred pounds and any fraction of one 
hundred pounds over any multiple of one hundred pounds of the 
amount of such capital or increase of capital as the case may be. 


MorTGAGES oF Stock, &c. 


The Stamp Duty now payable upon a mortgage of any stock or 
marketable security under the provisions of the Stamp Act (1870) 
Amendment Act, 1871, is repealed. 

Every instrument under hand only (not being a Promissory Note or 
Bill of Exchange) given upon the occasion of the deposit of any Share 
Warrant or Stock Certificate to Bearer, or Foreign or Colonial Share 
Certificate, or any Security for money transferable by delivery, by 
way of security for any loan is to be deemed to be an agreement, and 
is to be charged with the duty of Sixpence accordingly. 








E instrument under hand only (not being a Promissory Note 
or Bill of Exchange), making redeemable or qualifying a duly 
stamped transfer, intended as a security, of any registered stock or 
marketable security, is to be deemed to be an agreement, and is to be 
charged with the duty of Sixpence accordingly. _ 

A release or discharge of any such instrument is not to be charged 
with any ad valorem duty. 

Any deed operating as a mortgage of any stock or marketable 
security is to be chargeable, in of such operation, with the 
ad valorem duty at the rate of Two Shilli and Sixpence per cent. 
chargeable upon a mortgage under ‘‘ The Stamp Act, 1870.” 

The duty of Si ce above referred to may be denoted by an 
adhesive Postage and Revenue Stamp. 


EqQvITABLE MORTGAGES. 


The ad valorem duty chargeable upon a mortgage under “ The 
Stamp Act, 1870,” ceases to be payable upon an equitable mortgage 
effected by an agreement or memorandum, under hand only, re- 
lating to the deposit of any title deeds or instruments consituting or 
being evidence of the title to any property whatever (other t 
stock or marketable security), or creating a charge on such property, 
and in lieu of such duty every such agreement or memorandum is to 
be charged with the duty of one shilling for every one hundred 
pounds, and any fractional of one hundred pounds, of the 
amount secured by the equitable mortgage. 

Where the total amount which may be at any time secured by any 
equitable mortgage is unascertained or unlimited in the first instance, 
and the ad valorem stamp duty impressed on the agreement or 
memorandum in conformity with this section is available under 
section 107 of ‘‘ The Stamp Act, 1870,” for such an amount only as 
such duty extends to cover, such agreement or memorandum is, for 
the purpose of stamp duty, to be deemed to be a new and separate 
agreement or memorandum bearing date on the day on which any 
advance or loan is made in excess of the amount covered by the duty 
impressed thereon. ‘ 

he duty above referred to must be denoted by.an impressed 
stamp. 


ForEIGN oR CoLonrAL SHARE CERTIFICATES, BONDS, AND OTHER 
SECURITIES TO BEARER. 


The under-mentioned duties are charged upon,— 

(a.) Any foreign or colonial share certificate or any other docu- 
ment whatever, being primé facie evidence of the title of any 
other person as proprietor of, or as pe the beneficial 
interest in, any share or shares, or stock or debenture stock, 
or funded debt of any foreign or colonial company or corpora- 
tion where such person is not registered in respect thereof in 
a register duly kept in the United Kingdom. ; ‘ 

().) Any security for money of any company or corporation being 
a marketable os transferable by delivery, or security 
for money by or on behalf of any foreign or Colonial State, 
Government, municipal body, corporation, or company, being 
a marketable security and transferable by delivery, whatevcr 
may be the date thereof, or of the issue thereof, and where- 
ever it may have been made or issued, or the interest may be 

able. 

On tas anaaiion of the first delivery or transfer by delivery thereof 
in the United Kingdom on or after the first day of July in the year 
one thousand eight bundred and eighty-eight, and on the occasion of 
the first delivery or transfer by delivery thereof in the United King- 
dom in any year after the year in which such first delivery or transfer 
by delivery shall happen— ene 


Where the nominal amount in money of the share 
or shares or stock or debenture stock or 
funded debt or where the amount secured 
does not exceed twenty-five pounds ... -— «ee s 
Where such nominal amount or amount secured 
exceeds twenty-five pounds and does no 
exceed fifty pounds... oe ose — «8 
Where such nominal amount or amount secured 
exceeds fifty pounds, for every fifty pounds 
and any fractional part of fifty pounds 
ee PO aR et tay @ 8 
It is, however, provided that the new duty upon a security as 
defined under (5) shall not be pe in the case of any security, 
duly stamped with the duty of one sh for every ten pounds, 
and also for any fractional part of ten pounds of the money thereby 
secured in conformity with the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1885. But the new duty is — upon every other security, 
transferable by delivery, and in the case of any stamp duty having 
been heretofore paid upon any such other security, in addition to 
such stamp duty. . 
The duties > the above heads are to be denoted by adhesive 
stamps appropriated by words and figures on the face thereof to 
such duties and to each year. The stamps of the respective values 
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of 3d., 6d., 1s., 1s. 6d., 2s., 28, 6d., 5s., and 10s., will be obtainable 
at the principal stamp offices on or before the Ist July next, when 
the duties come into force. 

Every person who delivers or transfers, or is concerned as broker 
or agent in delivering or transferring any instrument chargeable with 
duty under this section, and not being duly stamped, is to forfeit the 
sum of twenty pounds. 

Where the holder of any foreign or colonial share certificate bearing 
the stamp for any year in conformity with the Act shall, in the course of 
such year, cause himself to be registered in the register of the foreign 
or colonial company or corporation, and shall obtain a new certiti- 
cate consequent upon such registration, the Board are empowered to 
stamp such certificate for the same year without payment of duty, 
subject to such regulations as they may prescribe, and which will be 
duly announced. 

It is to be observed that the Stamp Act, 1870, provides that where 
an instrument is chargeable with ad valorem duty, in respect of any 
money in any foreign or colonial currency, such duty is to calculated 
on the value of such money in British currency according to the 
current rate of exchange on the day of the date of the instrument. 

By order, W. H. Covsrys, Secretary. 

Inland Revenue Office, Somerset House, London, W.C., 

May, 1888. 





NOTICE.—CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE ACT, 1888. 
IMPORTANT AMENDMENTS ne LAW RELATING TO STAMP 


The Board of Inland Revenus direct attention to the following 
provisions of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, which has 
now received the Royal Assent. 

It is enacted that in relation to instruments executed after the 
passing of the Act, which are chargeable with ad valorem stamp 
duty under the under-mentioned heads—viz. : — 

a.) Bond, covenant, or instrument of any kind whatsoever ; 

b ) Conveyance or transfer on sale ; 

c.) J.ease or tack (including an agreement for a lease or tack for 
any term not exceeding thirty-five years ) ; 

(d.) Mortgage, bond, debenture, covenant and warrant of attorney 

to confess and enter up judgment ; 

(e.) Equitable mortgage ; 

(f.) Settlement ; 

The following provisions are to have effect :— 

(a.) The instrument, unless it is written upon duly stamped 
material, is to be duly stamped with the proper ad 
valorem duty before the expiration of thirty days after it is 
first executed, or after it has been first received in the United 
Kingdom in case it is first executed at any place out of the 
United Kingdom, unless the opinion of the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, with respect to the amount of duty with 
which the instrument is chargeable, has, before such expira- 
tion, been required under the provisions of section eighteen 
of the Stamp Act, 1870. 

(b.) In case the opinion of the said Commissioners with respect 
to any such instrument has been required, the instrument is 
to be stamped in accordance with the assessment of the 
Commissioners within fourteen days after the date of notice 
of such assessment. 

(c.) If . such instrument is not duly stamped in conformity 
with the foregoing provisions, the person in that behalf 
specified in the First Schedule to the Act is to forfeit the 
sum of Ten Pounds, and in addition to the penalty payable 
by law on stamping the instrument there is to be paid an 
additional conan. oe equivalent to the stamp duty thereon, 
unless a reasonable excuse for the delay in stamping, or 
for the omission to stamp, or the insufficiency of stamp, 
be afforded to the satisfaction of the said Commissioners, 
or of the court, judge, arbitrator, or referee before whom it 
is produced. 

The person specified in the First Schedule to the Act as liable to 
the personal penalty of ten pounds above referred to is, briefly 
stated, the person in whose favour the instrument operates, or, in the 
case of a settlement, the settlor. 

The personal penalty is to be sued for by information in the High 
Court, in England in the name of the Attorney-General for England, 
in Scotland in the name of the Lord Advocate, and in Ireland in the 
name of the Attorney-General for Ireland, and may be recovered 
with full costs of suit. 

The board are empowered to reward any person who may inform 
them of any case in which the personal penalty has been incurred, or 
who ~~ assist in the recovery of such penalty. 

In additioa to the imposition of the personal penalty above 
referred to, the following changes take effect as regards the 
= payable on stamping instruments after the execution 

ereor : 





(1). The period within which the Board consent to stamp without 
penalty instruments executed in the United Kingdom, not 
subject to any special enactments or regulations, is reduced 
from two months to thirty days after the execution. 

The period within which an instrument first executed out of 
the United Kingdom may be stamped without penalty is re- 
duced from two months to thirty days after its first receipt in 
the United Kingdom. . 
The period within which the Board are empowered, if 
they think fit, to remit or mitigate the penalty or penalties, 
is reduced from twelve months to three months after first 
execution. 7 

In the case of the instruments chargeable with ad valorem 
duties under the heads set forth above, and executed after the 
passing of the Act, the penalty of ten pounds, with interest 
in certain cases, on payment of which the instrument may be 
stamped after execution, is increased by a sum equivalent to 
the unpaid duty. pi 

In connection with these alterations of the law it is important that 
it should be borne in mind that an agreement for a lease or tack, or 
with respect to the letting of any lands, tenements, or heritable sub- 
jects for any term not exceeding thirty-five years, is chargeable 
with the same duty as if it were an actual lease or tack made for the 
term and consideration mentioned in the agreement. os 

In any case in which application is made to the Board for the miti- 
gation of a penalty payable on stamping an instrument, by, or on 
behalf of, any person who has incurred a personal penalty by reason 
of the omission to stamp the instrument as required by law, a 
separate memorial must be presented shewing cause why proceedings 
should not be instituted for the recovery of such penalty. 

If an instrument be not presented for stamping within three 
months of the first execution thereof, the penalty or penalties must be 
paid, as has hitherto been the case in respect to instruments pre- 
sented for stamping after the expiration of twelve months after first 
execution. ; ' 

It is further provided that no assignment of a policy of life assur- 
ance is to confer on the assignee therein named, his executors, admin- 
istrators, or assigns, any right to sue for the moneys assured or 
secured thereby, or to give a valid discharge for the same, or any part 
thereof, unless such assignment is duly stamped, and no payment is 
to be made to any person claiming under any such assignment unless 
the same is duly stamped. If any payment is made in contravention 
of this enactment, the Stamp Duty not paid upon the assignment, 
together with the penalty payable on stamping the same, is to be a 
debt due to Her Majesty from the Company or person by whom such 
payment is made, and recoverable as such acco y: : 

The Act also provides that every condition of sale framed with the 
view ‘of seediolien objection or requisition upon the ground of 
absence or insufficiency of — upon any instrument, executed 
after the passing of the Act, and every contract, arrangement, or 
undertaking for assuming the liability on account of absence or insuf- 
ficiency of stamp upon any such instrument or indemnifying against 
such liability, absence, or sufficiency, is to be void. 

By order, W. H. Cousins, Secretary. 

Inland Revenue Office, Somerset House, London, W.C., 

May, 1888. 


- 
to 
~ 


-_ 
~~ 


(4. 


~~ 








The trustees of the Eldon Law Scholarship announce that an 
additional scholar will be elected on the 18th of July next. Origin- 
ally the funds of the Eldon Testimonial were only sufficient to keep 
up one scholarship, but in consequence of accumulations of income, 
the trustees find themselves with sufficient funds to provide during 
the present year an additional scholarship. It does not necessarily 
follow, however, that such additional scholarship will be offered for 
competition in future years. 


At the Manchester County Court on the 11th inst., reference was made 
to a dispute which has for some months existed between Mr. O. J. Dibb, 
the official receiver of the Manchester district, and Mr. J. T. Murray, a 
member of a well-known firm of accountants in the city, and a trustee of 
a bankrupt estate. In October last the official receiver informed the 
trustee that statements had been made against him, and he requested 
Mr. Murray’s immediate resignation as trustee. A Board of Trade inquiry 
was ordered into the conduct of the trustee, and Mr. Murray, through 
Sir Charles Russell, made an application to the judge of the Manchester 
County Court for an inquiry into the conduct of the official receiver. 
Judge Russell, however, held that he had no power to grant the applica- 
tion, upon which notice of appeal was served upon the official receiver. 
At the sitting of the court on the 11th inst. the official receiver, through 
his solicitor, apologized for having made use of the statements, and ex- 
pressed his regret that he should have caused pain and inconvenience to 
Mr. Murray. He said that rather than betray others he had placed his 
resignation in the hands of the Board of Trade, but the Board had not 
accepted it. Mr. Murray, through his solicitor, accepted this statement, 
and the judge expressed his gratification at the satisfactory termination 
of the dispute, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
BROAD v. PERKINS AND ANOTHER—No, 1, 15th May. 


Mayor’s Court—Prourmrrron—‘‘ Cause or Action > —Linet—PvsiicaTion 
—Mayor’s Court Procepure Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. crvtt.), s. 12. 


Action in the Mayor’s Court, London, for libel contained in a letter 
written by the defendants, solicitors practising in the City of London, and 
addressed to Messrs. Collyer, Bristow, & OCo., solicitors, of Bedford-row, 
outside the City. At the trial the plaintiff subpeenaed a witness who pro- 
duced the letter, which the defendants admi , in answer to an interroga- 
tory, that they had written, and with the printed heading of the defendants’ 
office in the City. The plaintiff claimed £500 damages, and the jury found 
a verdict for 40s. The plaintiff's costs were taxed at £94, and the de- 
fendants then applied at chambers for a writ of prohibition upon the 
ground that the whole cause of action did not arise within the City, it 
being contended that the receipt and opening of the letter in Bedford-row 
was part of the publication of the libel. The plaintiff now produced an 
affidavit that the letter was posted in the City, and contended that the 
posting of the letter in the City was a complete publication of the libel 
within the decision in Rex v. Burdett (4 B. & A. 95), and that therefore the 
cause of action arose wholly within the City. Field, J., granted a pro- 
hibition, but the Divisional Court (Mathew and A. L. Smith, JJ.) held 
that, assuming the Mayor’s Court had no jurisdiction, as the want of 
—— was not apparent upon the face of the proceedings, the court 

a discretion at this late stage of the proceedings to grant or refuse a 
prohibition, and accordingly refused it. The defendants ~ were 

Lord Esuzr, M.R., said that on account of the great conflict of judicial 
opinion upon the question whether the issue of a writ of prohibition wasa 
matter of discretion or ex debito justitic, the court would reserve that 
question for future argument, probably before the full Court of Appeal. 
Upon the question whether the Mayor’s Court had jurisdiction in this case, 
the claim being over £50, section 12 of the Mayor’s Court Procedure Act, 
1857, was not applicable, and the whole cause of action must have arisen 
within the City. The publication relied upon at the trial was the posting 
of the letter in the City, sealed and addressed to persons outside the City, 
and the receipt and opening of the letter outside the City. Damages were 
asked for upon that publication. According to Cooke v. Gill (21 W. R. 334, 
8 C. P. 107), to bring a case within the cognizance of a court of limited 
jurisdiction, unless there was some statutory provision to the contrary, 
every material fact necessary to prove the cause of action must take place 
within the jurisdiction. Therefore every material fact nece' to prove 
publication must take place within the City. The receipt of the letter 
outside the City was part of the publication and was therefore a material 
fact necessary to be proved in order to support the plaintiff's cause of 
action. The Mayor’s Court therefore pedis» its jurisdiction in trying 
the case. Linviey, L.J., said that if the plaintiff had not claimed over 
£50 he would not have had to shew that the whole cause of action arose 
within the City. Part of the publication for which damages were sought 
occurred outside the City. Bowen, L.J., concurred. The famous point de- 
decided in Rex v. Burdett did not arise. The court would not decide whether 
there was a publication of the libél in the City by simply posting the letter 
there. If that had been the alleged publication relied upon the jury would 
only have given a farthing damages, as none could be proved. The 
publication relied upon was the posting the letter in the City and 
its reception outside the City, and damages were given for that 
publication. After the judgment in Cooke v. Gill it was impossible 
to say that the cause of action arose wholly within the City, when part of 
the publication occurred outside.--Counsg1, Cock, Q.O., and 7. Trevor 
White; Willis, Q.C., and Fillan. Soxtcrrons, Cave, Cor, Cave, $ Lafone ; 
T. Connolly. 


WATERMAN v. AYRES—No. 2, 16th May. 


TRADE-MARK—ReEGIsTRATION—‘' Fancy Worp’’—WorpD DESCRIPTIVE OF 
ArricL’—Patents, Desicns, AND TrapE-Marxs Act, 1883, s. 64, sun- 
SECTION I, (c.). 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kay, J., the question bein 
whether a word which the plaintiff had registered as a trade-mar 
ought to be removed from the register. Section 64 of the Patents, 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, provides that, ‘‘ For the purposes 
of this Act, a trade-mark must consist of or contain at least one of the 
following essential particulars,” among which were ‘“‘(c) a distinctive 
device, mark, brand, heading, label, ticket, or fancy word or words 
not in common use.” The plaintiff had registered the word ‘ Reversi” 
as a trade-mark in connection with a game played with counters, the 
principal feature of which was the capturing by a player of his opponent’s 
counters by reversing them or turning them over, the opposite sides of the 
counters being coloured differently. There was no patent or exclusive 
right to the game. The defendant brought out a similar game under the 
name of ‘‘ Annex,’’ and he afterwards added to the word “‘Annex”’ on 
his boxes of counters the words, ‘‘a game of reverses,’ an alteration 
which the plaintiff said was made on account of the increasing sales of 
his, the plaintiff's, game of ‘‘ Reversi.’? The plaintiff brought this action 
to restrain the defendant from infringing or colourably imitating his 
trade-mark, or passing off his goods as the plaintiff's, and the defendant 
served notice of motion to remove the plaintiff’s trade-mark from the 
register. Kay, J, decided in favour of the plaintiff on both motions. 

Tux Covurr reversed the decision. Corron, L.J., was of opinion that it 
could not be properly said that the word ‘‘ Reversi’’ was a ‘‘ fancy word.” 
He adhered to what he said in Re Van Duser’s Trade-Mark (34 Ch. D. 639) 
—‘To be registered it must be a fancy word ; and in order to come within 





that description it must be a word which obviously cannot have reference 
toany description or designation of where the article is made, or of what 
its character is.”” In that case Lopes, L.J. said (at p. 644):—‘I think a 
word, to be a fancy word, must be obviously m less as applied to the 
article in question.”? Lindley, L.J., said (at p. 642):—‘If it is not ob- 
viously meaningless, it appears to me it has not the characteristics of a 
fancy word ’’; but his lordship (Cotton, L J.) afterwards (at p. 645), with 
the assent of Lindley, LJ., corrected that definition by substituting 
“obviously not intended to be descriptive ’—that is, of the particular 
article, to which Lindley, L.J., added, ‘‘ Perhaps non-descriptive would be 
better.” The question was whether the word “ Reversi” was of this 
nature. It appeared that it was a French word which had heen applied 
in France to a particular game of cards, and, in his lordship’s opinion, it 
was not a “ fancy word” within the definition which this court gave in 
Re Van Duzer. The word was not an English word, and was not known 
in England, except as applied to a particular game with counters. Was 
it obviously intended to describe the nature of the game for which the 
plaintiff used it? An ordinary Englishman might be supposed not 
to know French, or to be acquainted with the use of the word 
in connection with a particular game of cards. But he would 
naturally think that the word had some connection with the 
‘reversing ’? or turning over of the counters, which was a prin- 
cipal feature of the game to which the plaintiff applied it. In his 
lordship’s opinion an ordinary Englishman would take the word as in- 
tended to describe the a oe or reversing of the counters of the 
player’s opponent, and his lordship thought that the plaintiff intended to 
use the word as descriptive of the nature of the game. The plaintiff was 
therefore not entitled to have the word as a trade-mark, And 
his lordship thought that there had been no such imitation of the plain- 
tiff’s article as would entitle him to an injunction. Fry, L.J., concurred. 
He thought that the word ‘‘ Reversi’? was not a ‘‘ fancy word”’ within 
the meaning of section 64. He d that the court was bound by the 
definition given in Re Van Duzer. The word was used in obvious reference 
to the nature and character of the plaintiff’s game. Moreover, the plain- 
tiff had, as he said, invented this new game, and applied to it the name 
‘* Reversi.”” He had obtained a large sale for it, and the word had by 

eneral user come to describe the particular game. It seemed to his 
fordship that a word which described a cular thing could never be a 
fancy word in relation to that thing. e word ‘‘ spade’’ could not be a 
fancy word in reference to a spade. It was unnecessary to consider 
whether the word was distinctive. As to the other point, his 'ordsbip 
thought that there was sufficient difference between the plaintiff's and the 
defendant’s boxes. There was no evidence that anyone had been de- 
ceived. Lopzs, L J., concurred, adding that he adhered to the definition 
of ‘*fancy word”’’ which he gave in Re Van Duzer.—Oovnset, Rigby, Q C., 
and Sebastian ; Marten, Q.0., and Gazdar. Soxtcrtors, W. H. Dale; Rad- 
Sord § Frankland. 


Re THE ALMADA AND TIRITO CO.—No. 2, 10th May. 


Company—lIssvuz or SHargs aT A Discounr—RgGISTRATION OF OonTRACT— 
Companrgs Act, 1862, as. 109, 133—Oompantes Act, 1867, s. 25. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Chitty, J. (ante, p. 240), the 
question being whether the company could legally issue shares at a dis- 
count. The articles of association of the company adopted Table A, 
schedule 1, of the Companies Act, 1862, and also authorized the company 
to reduce its capital in the manner allowed by the Companies Acts, 1867 
and 1877, and aleo to accept surrender of shares, but contained a provision 
that no part of the company’s assets should be employed in the purchase 
of the company’s own doom, Ip July, 1887, resolutions were passed for 
the increase of the capital from 210,000 shares of £1 each to 420,000 shares 
of £1 each, the additional shares being credited with 18s. per share paid 
up. The new shares were offered to the shareholders ia the proportion of 
one foreach old share held, and an agreement was subsequently registered 
under section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867, containing in a schedule 
the names of the applicants for the shares. One of the holders of shares 
thus issued applied to have the register of the company rectified by striking 
out his name, on the ground that the issue of shares at a discount was 
ultra vires and void. Chitty, J., roy! his own previous decision in 
Re The Ince Hall Rolling Mills Co. (23 Ch. D. 543n.), held that the ehares 
were validly issued, and refused the application. 

Tue Court (Corron, Fry, and Lores, L.JJ.) reversed the decision. 
They said that there was nothing in section 25 of the Companies Act, 
1867, to render such an agreement to issue shares at a discount valid. 
Every limited company was required to state in 1ts memorandum of asso- 
ciation the amount of capital with which it was proposed to be registered, 
divided into shares of a certain fixed amount. ‘This requirement was not 
idle or objectless. The amount of the shares was to be the real sum to 
be paid, either in cash or, subject to the restrictions of section 25 of the 
Act of 1867, in what the company had contracted to accept as of that 
cash value. There was no provision exempting shures from being paid up 
in full. There was no practical distinction between issuing shares at a 
discount end returning to a member a portion of the capital to which the 
creditors had a right to look for payment of their debts. The issue of 
shares at a discount would reduce one of the statutory requirements of the 
memorandum of association to an empty form.—CovnszL, Buckley, Q.0., 
and Grosvenor Woods ; Phipson Beale, Q.O., and Chadwyck Healey. Soutcte 
tors, Stacpoole, Batten, § Stacpoole; Wilkins §¢ Fanshawe. 





HIGH COURT.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
SMITH +. BUCHAN—Kay, J., 12th May. 
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Morton ror Jupcment — Proor or Puaintirr’s Oass — Insvurricrent | principal during her lifetime the same shall be paid to her for her own 
Drecrirtion — Evipence — ‘‘Craves teave To Rerer’’ —R. S. C., | use.”” The testator died on the 20th of August, 1884, without issue. On 
XXVII., 11. the 17th of April, 1887, the widow served a notice on the plaintiffs re- 


In an action for specific performance the defendant appeared, but 
delivered no statement of defence, and the plaintiff now moved for judg- 
ment against him in default of pleadings. The statement of claim 
alleged that “‘ by an agreement in writing dated the 10th of August, 1887, 
and made between the plaintiff of the one part and the defendant of the 
other part (to which agreement the plaintiff craves leave to refer) the 
defendant agreed to purchase from the plaintiff certain hereditaments 
situate in the parish of St. Peter the Great, otherwise subdeanry in the 
city of Chichester, and described in the schedule to the said agreement.” 
The action now came on as a short cause, and the plaintiff asked for judg- 
ment for specific performance within a limited time or, in default, for re- 
scission of the contract. 

Kay, J., said that the plaintiff had not described the property clearly 
enough in his statement of claim to enable the court to make such an 
order in default of defence. The judges had considered the subject and 
- ee that no evidence beyond the pleadings could be accepted in cases 
of thiskind. The plaintiff must amend his statement of claim by setting 
out the contract and describing the property fully, and must serve the 
amended statement on the defendant.—CounseL, Hewitt. Soxicrrors, 
Robinson, Preston, $ Stow, for Raper ¢ Freeland, Chichester. 


Re ARTHUR GUINNESS, SON, & CO. (LIM.)—Chitty, J., 11th May. 


Parents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 92—AppiicaTion ror Leave To ALTER TRADE- 
Mark—EssentTiaL PARTICULARS. 


This was a motion on behalf of Arthur Guinness Son, & Co. (Limited), for 
leave under section 92 of the Patents, &c., Act, 1883, to add, in ordinary 
type, the word ‘‘ Limited”’ to the signature ‘‘ Arthur Guinness, Son, & 
Co.”” which appeared amongst the printed matter on the trade-mark 
registered by the original firm before its incorporation into a limited com- 
pany. The Comptroller-General had been duly served, but did not appear, 
and had written saying that he should raise no objection to the application. 

Ourrry J., said that he was of opinion that the proposed alteration was 
not an alteration in an ‘essential particular’’ within the language of 
section 92 of the Act. He therefore allowed the application.—Covunsz1, 
F. Thompson. Soutcrrors, Markby, Stewart, § Co. 


Re ESDAILE (DECEASED)—Chitty, J., 11th May. 


Paactice—Lgave To ApPEAL—ORDER TO SET APART CoNsSOLS—SUBSEQUENT 
DegrrEctaTIoN—NatronaL Dest (Conversion) Act, 1888. 


In this case an order had been made in chambers on the 23rd of January 
last whereby a sum of Consols was purchased and set - ey to provide for 
an annuity of about £106, chargeable for a term of nearly 1,000 years upon 
the tithes and profits of St. Botolph Without, Aldgate. A motion was 
now made for leave to appeal against the order, on the ground that by 
virtue of the subsequent passing of the National Debt (Conversion) Act, 
1888, the Consols purchased under the order were no longer sufficient to 
produce £106 per annum, and the security itself had suffered depreciation. 

Curry, J., said that he had nothing to do with the justice or injustice 
of what had occurred subsequently to the order he had made. Anything 
which might have occurred had been brought about by means of an Act of 
Parliament. He dismissed the motion, with costs.—CounsrL, Ingle Joyce, 
Maclean, Q.C., and H. B. Howard. Soutcrtors, Bloxham § Ellison ; Winter 
§ Co. 


Re BARON LIEBIG’S COCOA AND CHOCOLATE WORKS (LIM.)— 
North, J., 11th May. 


Practice-—SgErvICE ovuT OF JuRISDICTION—NotTicz or Morion For 
PayMEnT out or Court—R. S. C., 1883, XI, 1. 


A question arose in this case as to the power of the court to allow ser- 
vice out of the jurisdiction. In the winding up of this company certain 
sums had been lodged in court for the purpose of paying a final dividend 
to some creditors who were named in the lodgment schedule. One of 
them was a sum of £179, which was stated to be payable to Polinda & Stein. 
Stein claimed to have the money paid out to himself alone, and application 
was made on bis behalf for leave to serve a notice of motion for payment 
to him upon Polinda out of the jurisdiction, 

Nortu, J., gave leave. He thought the decisions as to the power of the 
court to allow service out of the jurisdiction were not all easy to reconcile 
with each other. But he thought Re Nathan Newman § Co. (35 Ch. D. J, 31 
Soricrtors’ JourNAL, 253) was an authority for giving leave in the 
present case.—CovunsEL, G. Henderson. Soxicitors, Foss § Ledsam. 


Re CROMPTON, THORP v. CROMPTON—Stirling, J., 16th May. 


Witit—Constreuction—Provision THAT Wire may ‘‘ Require’? Payment oF 
ANY Portion oF Corpus — Wuetuer Wire ENTITLED TO CALL FOR 
Transrer or WHOLE or Cornpus—Discrerion or TRUSTEES. 


J. P. Crompton, by his will, dated the 10th of March, 1883, gave all his 
estate whatsoever to the plaintiffs, whom he also appointed his executors, 
upon trust to sell and convert and to invest the same, and to pay the income 
thereof to his wife, E. B. Crompton, for her life. After her death the tes- 
tator gave the said principal sums so invested to and equally among all 
his children who should attain twenty-one years, but in case there should 
be no children who should attain that age he gave the same, after payment 
of a legacy of £100 to his cousin, T. P. Jefferson, unto and equally among 
all the children of his brother, T. Crompton, and of his sisters. And the 
testator directed that, ‘‘if my said wife shall require any portion of the 


quiring them to forthwith hand over and pay to her for her own absolute 
uee and benefit the estate of the testator. This was an originating sum- 
mons taken out by the plaintiffs to obtain a decision of the court whether, 
on the construction of the will, the widow was entitled to call for and en- 
force a transfer to her by the plaintiffs of the whole or any part of the 
testator’s estate without the plaintiffs being concerned to inquire whether 
she really needed the principal or not. On behalf of the residuary legatees 
it was contended that the word ‘‘require’’ as used in the will was 
equivalent to ‘‘stand in need of,” and that the plaintiffs were therefore 
not called upon to act on the notice. 

Srreue, J., said that the meaning of the will was that the widow 
should enjoy the income of the testator’s estate during her life, and that 
she should also have power to resort to the corpus if she chose. The will, 
in effect, gave her a power of appointment to herself during her life. 
She was therefore entitled to have the whole estate transferred to her.— 
Counszi, Williamson; W. Pearson, Q.C., and H. P. Kemp ; Cecil Russell. 
Souicrtors, Bolton, Robbins, Busk, § Co.; Williamson, Hill, ¢ Co., for H. 
W. § R. Pearson, New Malton. 


WARNE v. SEEBOHM=—Stirling, J., 10th May. 
CopyrIGHT—INFRINGEMENT—DRAMATIZING Novet—Muttiptyinc Corres. 


The plaintiffs were the proprietors of the copyright in a novel called 
‘Little Lord Fauntleroy.’’ The defendant had atized the novel, 
and had calied his play also ‘‘ Little Lord Fauntleroy.”’ For the purpose of 
performing his play the defendant had made four copies of the play either 
in manurcript or by atype-writer. One of these copies had been deposited 
with the Lord Chamberlain, the others remained in the possession of the 
defendant or persons employed by him in the representation of the piece. 
Very considerable passages in the play had been extracted almost verba- 
tim from the novel. The present action was brought to restrain the 
infringement of the plaintiff's copyright. The defendant claimed to make 
such further copies of the play as might be necessary to enable him to 
give representations of it. 

Srre.ineG, J., held that to multiply copies of a play (which if printed 
and published would be an infringement of copyright) was itself an 
infringement. The Copyright Act conferred on the authors “‘ the sole and 
exclusive liberty of printing or otherwise multiplying copies’’ of the book. 
That was the only restriction imposed on the public. Subject to that, a 
book might be dramatized; but it was incorrect to say that there was an 
absolute right to dramatize a book, and do everything necessary for that 
purpose. The injunction was, therefore, granted.—CovunsgL, Hastings, 
QC., and #. J. Studd ; Buckley, G.C., and Lewis Coward. Soxicrrors, 
Kaye § Guedalla ; Williams § James. 


WEBB v. JONSS—Kekewich, J., 3rd May. 


Trustee AND Czxstur aque Trrst—Lenpinc Monry on ConrTrinuTory 
, Mortcace—LiaBiity or TRUSTEES. 


The trustees of a post-nuptial settlement joined with the trustees of a 
will in advancing money on mortgage of a freehold estate, the trustees of 
the settlement lending £1,500, od of the will £500. The mortgage 
security depreciated in value. This action was brought by the cestuis que 
trustent under the settlement against the executors of the trustees, claim- 
ing that the trustees must replace the £1,500, as they had committed a 
breach of trust in lending on the contributory mortgage. 

Kexewicu, J., said no question as to prudence, honesty, or discretion was 
involved in the case; the sole question was whether the trustees, as agents, 
had acted up to their authority or gone beyond it. It was no answer toa 
charge of acting without authority that the act was done in good faith. 
Under the investment clause here the security ought to have been taken 
in the names of the trustees, since they had power to invest ‘‘in their or 
his names.’’ It would have been a breach of trust to invest in their 
names and that of a stranger, and it made no difference that the stranger 
was in fact other trustees. Trustees were bound to obtain and keep entire 
control of the mortgaged property on which their trust funds were 
advanced and of the legal estate therein. In this case the whole estate 
was conveyed to four persons, in reality three, as one was trustee in both 
cases. Now in a mortgage one mortgagee cannot sell without the consent 
of another, and this contributory mortgage therefore would prevent the 
trustees from dealing with the mage J at their own discretion, since, if 
any mortgagees wished to foreclose, must be made parties: Luke v. 
South Kensington Hotel Co. (11 Ch. D. 121); and it was, therefore, not 
a proper investment; and the plaintiffs were entitled to a declaration that 
the investment was a breach of trust, as it put them in a position in 
which they ceased to have entire control over the trust fund.—CovunszL, 
Barber, Q.C0., Warmington, Q.C., Bardswell, and F. H. Colt. Soxicrrors, 
Letts Bros. ; Aldridge, Thorn, $ Morris, for Eaden § Knowles, Oambridge, 
and for Freeland § Bellingham, Saffron Walden. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ex parte KENNEDY, Re WILLIS—Cave, J., 9th May. 


Morrcacs Dezp—Artrornment Craust—Bankrurtcy Petition—DisTREss 
—ADJUDICATION—APPLICATION BY TRUSTBE FOR REPAYMENT OF PROCEEDS 
—Brius or Sate Act, 1878, s. 6. 


On the 28th of January, 1884, the bankrupt, who was then the lessee of 
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Willis’s Rooms, in consideration of ‘a loan ‘of £20,000, mortgaged those 
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premises to Lady Willoughby d’Eresby by way of sub-demise to secure 
the repayment of the said loan. By the indenture of mortgage it was 

that Lady Willoughby d’Eresby, or the persons claiming title 
under her, might at any time, without any further consent on the part of 
Willis or any other person, demise, or enter into any agreement to demise, 
the said premises or any part thereof on any terms she or they might 
think fit, oe that such power should not be exercised until such 
time as she or they were by law empowered to sell. The indenture 
further witnessed that for the same consideration Willis thereby attorned 
and became tenant from quarter to quarter to Lady Willoughby d’Eresby 
in respect of the premises at a yearly rent of £2,000 by equal quarterly 
payments, the first payment to be made on the first day of the month next 
after any interest thereby secured should have become in arrear, but all 
money received by Lady Willoughby d’Eresby for rent due under the 
attornment should be accepted in the first place in or towards satisfaction 
of the interest then in arrear: provided that the attornment should not 
make it compulsory on Lady Willoughby d’Eresby to collect the rent 
payable thereunder, and that she should not be accountable to a second 
mortgagee or any subsequent incumbrancer for any rent that might have 
been recovered under such attornment, and provided that Lady Willoughby 
d’Eresby might at any time after she was by law empowered to sell, with- 
out any notice enter upon and take possession of the premises and deter- 
mine the last mentioned tenancy. On the 24th of September, 1885, a 
petition for adjudication was presented ent Willis, and on the 26th 
of January, 1886, he was adjudicated ban t. In the meantime—viz , 
on the 7th of November, 1885—Lady Willoughby d’Eresby had distrained 
under the tenancy created by the attornment, and had realized a sum of 
£1,715. The trustee in the bankruptcy now applied for an order to re- 
pay to him the value of the goods so sold under the distress, the question 
raised being whether such distress was unlawful by reason of section 6 
of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, which enacts that :—‘‘ Every attorament, 
instrument, or agreement, not being a mining lease, whereby a power of 
distress is given or agreed to be given by any person to any other person, 
by way of security for any present, future, or contingent debt or advance, 
or whereby any rent is reserved or made payable as a mode of providing 
for the payment of interest on such debt or advance or otherwise for the 
purpose of such security only, shall be deemed to be a bill of sale within 
the meaning of this Act of any personal chattels which may be seized or 
taken under such power of distress: Provided that nothing in this sec- 
tion shall extend to any mortgage of any estate or interest in any land, 
tenement, or hereditament which, the mortgagee being in possession, 
shall have demised to the mortgagor as his tenant at a fair and reasonable 
rent.”” It was admitted that if the case fell within the section and not 
within the proviso, the distres’"became, by virtue of the Bills of Sale Acts, 
a - 1882, unlawful, and the trustee was entitled to the money 
realized. 


Cavs, J., allowed the application of the trustee. His lordship said that 
the first contention on behalf of the respondent was that the case did not 
come within the section at all, and in support of that proposition the case 
of Hall v. Comfort (18 Q. B. D. 11) was strongly relied upon. The actual 
decision in that case had no bearing on the present one, but it was con- 
tended that the reasoning by which it was arrived at was conclusive in 
favour of the respondent here. In order to test that it was necessary to 
see what points were actually argued and decided in that case. For the 
defendants it was contended that, as the attornment clause purported to 
create a tenancy to which a power of distress was incident, and so gave 
power to seize personal chattels, it was, in fact, a bill of sale, and so came 
within section 3 of the Act of 1878. It was also contended that it 
amounted to a licence to take possession of personal chattels as security 
for a debt, and so came within section 4. According to the report it was 
also contended that it came within section 6, but it was difficult to under- 
stand how that could be, for no personal chattels had been seized or taken 
under the distress, and there was nothing in that section to make the 
attornment itself void. Lord Coleridge, C.J., held that the attornment 
clause was not within the Act, that it was not a bill of sale within section 
3, nor a licence to take possession of personal chattels as security for a 
debt within section 4, because it had not the character or incidents of a 
bill of sale properly so-called, and because, if it were within those sections, 
every lease would be within the Acts. That reasoning was perfectly good, 
but it applied obviously to sections 3 and 4 only, for, in the first place, in 
section 6 itwas expressly provided that an attornment, &c., should be 
deemed to be a bill of sale, which implied that, but for the section, it would 
not have been one at all, and made it one for the purposes of that section 
only; and, secondly, there was nothing in section 6 to bring an ordinary 
lease within the section, and indeed there was an express exception of a 
mining lease, which, as an anomalous document amounting not to a de- 
nise but to a sale of the minerals, might otherwise have been thought to 
have been within the Act. The words of the section, omitting what was 
immaterial for the present purpose, were ‘every attornment whereby a 
power of distress is given by way of security for any present advance, 
and whereby any rent is reserved as a mode of providing for the payment 
of interest on such advance, shall be deemed to be a bill of sale,’’ and 
why did not those words exactly describe such an attornment clause as that 
in the present deed ? The consequences which would follow from holding 
that such an attornment clause was not within section 6 were serious. A 
money-lender’s security was often taken upon goods or premises occupied 
by the borrower. In such case the money-lender need only resort to the 
device of a sub-demise and an attornment clause, and his power to seize, 
so far as the rent reserved went, provided it was a fair rent, would be 
free from all the restrictions of the Bills of Sale Acts. But it was said 
that, if that construction was adopted an attornment clause, so far as it 
conferred a power of distress, would no longer be of any value. That was 
so, but in his lordship’s opinion that was exactly what the Legislature in- 








tended when section 6 wasenacted. Moreover, it did not appear thatin Hal! 


v. Comfort the attention of the court was drawn to Ex parte Jackson (14 
Ch. D. 725, 733), in which Baggallay, L.J., expressed a clear opinion that 
such an attornment clause as was used in the present case would come 
within section 6 of the Act of 1878. The other contention raised was that 
if the case came within section 6 it also came within the proviso at the end, 
and in support of that contention the cases of Re Stockton (10 Ch. D. 335) 
and Re Kitchen (16 Ch. D. 226) were cited. It was contended that the first 
of these cases established that a mortgagee with an attornment clause was 
a mortgagee in possession within the meaning of the proviso, and that the 
second mo would be within the section and outside the proviso. 
But it would seem that a second mortgagee with an attornment clause 
must occupy, as regarded a third incumbrancer, the position which the 
first occupied with regard to the second, and that, if the first must, for all 
the p of taking the acccunt of what was due on his mortgage, be 
treated, as between himself = the —— mortgagee, ne ey a mort- 

ee in possession, so must the second mortgagee be treated as regarded 
o"third, and so also must the third, if he had an attorament clause, as 
against the fourth, if there was one. In thatcase every mortgagee with 
an attornment clause would come within the proviso, and nothing would 
be left for the section to operate on. The words in the proviso were, 
“Which the mo being in possession shall have demised,’’ and 
those words could only apply to a case where the mortgagee had taken 
actual possession under his mortgage deed and had subsequently demised 
to the mortgagor, and not to a case where there had been no actual taking 
of ion and the demise had been created by the mortgage deed 
itself. If the other construction were correct, the creditors might see all 
the chattels on the mortgagor’s premises swept ig A by the mortgagee, 
although nothing had taken place which could lead them to suspect: that 
he had given anyone the power of seizing them to the exclusion of the 
other creditors.—CounseL, EZ. Cooper Willis, Q.C., and Houghton; French, 
Q.0., and Lane. Soxtcrrors, Blewitt ¢ Tyler ; Travers, Smith, § Braith- 
waite, 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


Re JOHN STEER REVELL (An Unqualified Person)—Q. B. Div., 

10th May. 

Hollams: This is an application on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society on a notice of motion to an unqualified person to the effect that 
the court would be moved for a writ of attachment on the ground that he 
has committed a contempt of court under the Solicitors Act for having 
acted as a solicitor within the meaning of section 2 of the Solicitors Act, 
1843, and has thereby rendered himself liable to a penalty. The first 
enactment to which your lordships must refer is section 6 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), which enacts that every person who acts as 
an attorney or solicitor contrary to the enactment in section 2 of the Act 6 
& 7 Vict. c. 73 (the Solicitore Act, 1843) shall be deemed guilty of a con- 
tempt of the court in which the action, suit, cause, matter, or proceeding in 
relation to which he so acts is brought, had, or taken, and may be pun- 
ished accordingly. Now section 2 of the Act of 1843 enacts that ‘‘ From 
and after the passing of this Act no person shall act as an attorney or 
solicitor, or as such attorney or solicitor sue out any writ or process or 
commence, carry on, solicit, or defend any action, suit, or other pro- 
ceeding in the name of any other person or in his own name,” and 
there it mentions nearly every possible court that there can be. 

Fra.p, J.: What has this person done? 

Hollams : The facts are contained in an affidavit by Arthur Ernest Hop- 
kins, a solicitor, of Ilkeston, in which he says that he was present at the 
meeting for the granting of a licence to Henry Sawyer, and that on that 
occasion Revell stood up and said, ‘‘I appear to plead on behalf of 
Sawyer for a licence to sell beer off the premises,’’ and proceeded to ex- 
plain to the justices the facts of the case and the grounds on which the 
application was based, and that he examined Sawyer as a witness in sup- 
port of it. Then there is a short affidavit by the deputy-clerk to the 
justices in corroboration of what took place. 

Fre.p, J. : What have you to say? Have you any affidavit in answer to 
“— welt: N I am here to in ting it. 

Revell: No, I am here to answer in person respecting 

Frep, J. : We do not take evidence in that way. If you have 7 affi- 
davit we will listen to it, or if you wish to make any affidavit we give 
you time to do it. 

Revell : I will do so with your lordships’ permission. 

Freip, J.: Then make your affidavit this afternoon, and come here the 
first thing to-morrow morning and we will hear the case. 

Hollams : I do not know whether your lordship would think it right to 
ask in what respect the allegations in my affidavits are intended to be 
contradicted. I do not know whether Mr. Revell contradicts substan- 
tially the statements in the affidavits. 

Fratp, J.: I think we must limit him to any question of that sort. 

Revell: What I have to say is that the allegation is substantially cor- 
rect, but the details are wrong. With to the statement that I 
examined tawyer as a witness, [ simpl: ed him if the notices were 
served, that is all the examination I e. 

Fretp, J. : Then the gentleman making the affidavit says you are an 
accountant at Nottingham. 

Hollams : And he receives 25s. as a fee. 

Fretp, J.: Then the question is whether you do or do not come within 
the section of the Act of Parliament, whether }ou were or not — on 
that occasion as an attorney or solicitor before the justices. We will hear 
what you have to say why it is not so. It is alleged that you represented 
yourself as an attorney or solicitor for Sawyer, and made the application 


and supported it. 
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Revell: I had no idea there was any litigation in respect of the matter. 
I thought it was competent for any Englishman to ask a question. This 
man Sawyer, on whose behalf I applied, was a collier, and he had men- 
tioned it to a friend of mine. 

Fretp, J.: You are mistaken in the law. The law is quite clear, and 
very properly so, that unqualified persons are not to represent themselves 
as attorneys or solicitors in a court of justice. 

Revell ; But I never represented myself as a solicitor. 

Fratp, J.: That is the question. If you are a man who gets up and 
says, ‘‘I appear on behalf of A B.,”’ and ask the justices to grant him a 
licence, are you not representing yourself to be and acting as a solicitor? 
That is the mischief against which the Act intends to guard. 

Revell: I was not aware I was doing anything ee and I made no 
charge, but Sawyer asked me what my charge would be, and I said I 
should be quite satisfied if he paid me my expenses, and he gave me 253. 

Fre.p, J.: It is clearly contrary to law, and you have rendered yourself 
liable to an attachment for contempt of court. Although you do not 
contest the facts of this case, I think you must make some affidavit 
which ehall appeal to us whether we can pass over absolute punishment. 
This is a very notorious evil, and I think before we can pass it over we 
must have some affidavit from you to satisfy us that this was done in 
innocence and ignorance. You seem to be a very intelligent man, knowing 
very well what you are about, and J am at a loss to understand at present 
how you were justified in acting as a solicitor. 

Revell : I had not the slightest thought that there would be any opposi- 
tion tothe application. The man, who was a friend of mine, simply stated 
what he was about to do, and he said the steward of the estate was quite 

ble that he should have this licence, and he asked me as a friend 
about it, and I said, ‘‘ Very well, it is a very easy matter to ask the magis- 
trates the question, and you can do it yourself.’ 

Fre.p, J.: We tell you, sir, are not entitled to do that. The law 
is perfectly = and you are liable to be imprisoned. | 
Hollams : Your lordships wil], perhaps, allow me to point out that my 
—— suggest that Revell has been in the habit of making similar | 
applications. Of course, he ought to meet that if he can. | 
evell; That allegation is wrong. I have never made an application | 

prior to this. 

Fisip, J.: To-morrow, at half-past ten, we will hear what you have 
got to say, but you muet furnish the court with an affidavit, shewing how 
it was you did this, and we will consider the degree of punishment we 
ought to inflict. We cannot pass over these things, and we will ascer- 
tain what we ought to do. 

May 11.—Frie1p, J.: (to Mr. Hollams) Have you seen the affidavit ? 

Hollams : I have had a copy of it, and wish to point out that, although 
in terms it does not admit all the allegations of the affidavits filed on 
behalf of the Law Society, it does, in substance, admit that an offence 
within the section of the Act on which I relied on has been committed. I 
want, further, to point out this, that Revell, in his affidavit, seems to 
place some reliance on the suggestion that he did not represent himself 
to be a solicitor, and that the man on whose behalf he acted knew that he 
was not a solicitor, and I wish to point out that that is not the section of 
the Act on which these proceedings are taken, but it is equally an offence 
against the Solicitors Acts that an unqualified person should act as a 
solicitor, that is to say do the work of a solicitor, whether people think 
he is a solicitor or whether they know perfectly well that he is not. 
The affidavit concludes with an expression of regret and apology on the 

of Revell—a statement by him that in what he did he acted in 
absolute ignorance. It being the object of the Law Society not so much 
to punish a particular individual as to make it as public as possible 

they are determined, as far as they can, to put a stop to this 
practice, which does prevail to a very considerable extent in the country, 
and complaints are constantly coming from the county courts—having 
regard to that, I leave the matter entirely in your lordships’ hands for you 
to deal with. 

Freip, J.—This is an application on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
— calling upon Revell to shew cause why a writ of attachment 
should not issue against him for contempt of court, consisting in this, that 
he has acted for reward-—he says for his expenses—but for reward as the 
solicitor for an applicant for a licence before the on of petty sessions, 
which by the Solicitors Acts is purposely and deliberately made, not only 
a reprehensible act, but a contempt of court; because it is of the greatest 
possible importance to the administration of justice that those who 
represent others should be persons of known respectability and standing. 
Every person, whoever he may be, has a right to appear in person and to 
make any application that the law entitles him to make. As soon as the 
question arises that he is putting som: one forward to act for him, then 
the legislation is exceedingly strict on the point, and it insists that no 

shall do that unless he occupies a position to which he can only be 
admitted upon testimonials and proofs of good conduct and the possession 
of requisite knowledge for that purpose. It is of the greatest possible 
importance, not only in these courts, but particularly in courts of petty 
sessions and county courts, and other tribunals of that kind, that those 
who represent clients there should be persons upon whose honour and 
competency those who have to give a decision can safely rely. Now there 
is no imputation against Mr. Revell of being otherwise than an honour- 
able and ible man, but it is quite clear—and he has made an 





affidavit in which, although he does not concur in the statements of fact, 
he statee very clearly—that he did, in fact, commit the offence with which 
he is charged. He says he did not know it was contrary to law. He 
expresses his regret for having in ignorance done what he has done, 
apologizes to the court for it, and gives his positive undertaking that he 
will never again repeat it. Under these circumstances, Mr. Hollams, on 





behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, leaves the matter in our hands. 


Now we think we must mark the fact by ordering a wiit of attachment 
to issue, but we shall not put it into execution provided Mr. Revell pays 
the costs of this application, and we give him a month for this purpose. 
Therefore, let the order lie in the office until further order. He has put 
the Law Society, in their very proper application, to the expense of 
coming here to stop this kind of thing, and we must mark our sense of 
the matter by saying that he must bear those costs. 

Wits, J.—I have only one word to add, but I wish to point out that, 
in addition to the urgent reasons which my brother has mentioned why it 
is undesirable that unqualified persons should be permitted to act for 
others in courts of justice, there is this strong additional reason—that 
solicitors are officers of the court, and the court has its own control and 
its own method of enforcing discipline upon them. An unqualified person 
is subject to no such supervision, and for that reason, as well as for other 
good reasons which have been stated by my learned brother, it is of the 
utmost importance that it should be thoroughly understood that un- 
qualified persons cannot practise and cannot appear in courts of law. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


ATTENDANCE OF Mempers or THE Councit From 15ru Apri, 1887, To 
13TH Apri, 1888, 


Coun- Com- | Coun- Com- 

cil, mittee, | cil, mittee. 

Mr. J. Addison .. << a 28 | Sir R. Nicholson... : 4 — 

», E. J. Bristow — 20 ,, Thos. Paine ... coe 32 28 

», B. P. Brocmhead, ,» H. W. Parker a 

Sheffield ... a ae — |Mr. H. L, Pemberton... 28 1 

» J. W. Budd ne. 13. ,, R. Pennington .. 34 166 

» J. M. Clabon eos |=15 — ,, H. Roscoe ... ww. 35 70 
»» Jno. Cooper, Man- ,, CO. T. Saunders, Bir- 

chester oa @ _ minghan ... a 5 

R Cunliffe ... i 1 , W.M. Walters ... 10 9 

» R. R. Dees, New- », T. Waterhouse... 29 56 

castle-on-Tyne ... 4 2. ,, W. Williams <<. oe 26 
» °S. Dodds... «a WO — , R. R. M. Daw, 

» O.d. Follett = o —_ Exeter .., i 1 
» 3B.J.L. Frere ... 380 4 ,, R Ellett, Cirences- 

5, E. Freshfield, LL.D. 1 os tor ... a _ 29 11 
» L. Fry, M.P., Bris- », F. Hampson, Man- 

tel ... ats w— _ chester... oo oe _ 
»» Wm. Godden we 38 40 ,, J. G. James, Here- 

», G. B. Gregory a 36 ford ie -— a 
», Jno. Hollams ~ 1. ,, J. H. Kenion, Liver- 

» J. W. Howlett, | poo — i 
Brighton ... i 4\,, (©. E. Mathews, Bir- 

», Jobn Hunter ae 45 minghan ... mo? 1 
» H.B.L. Hussey ... 20 4\ , Wm. Peed, Cam- 

», F.H. Janson «os 990 3 bridge... oc ae 2 
»» W.A. Jevons, Liver- », S. Sanderson, New- 

pool ose - 3 castle-on-Tyne .. — — 
aS” ee vse! ae 22| ,, T. H. Stevens, Car- 

s 2 &. Se... ove. (ae 88 diff... ee “ — 

»» N.T. Lawrence ... 20 13 , H. D. Wildes, Kent — _ 
» H. Manisty... ci 18 ,, TT. Bellringer, Liver- 

» C. 3B. Margetts, pool ide a — 
Huntingdon is 2 8 | ,, tN. G. Clayton, New- 

», H. Markby ... ic we 99 | castle-on-Tyne ... 2 — 
», Thomas Marshall, », TF. Corbett, Worces- 

8 wee = = ter ... wae oo & — 
| Ue woe «35 67 ,, TH.O.B. O'Donoghue, 

» F. P. Morrell, Ox- Bristol ... im © — 

ford of a 4| ,  tWm. Walker, Yor 2 — 

», TP. Watson, Bury... 2 “+ 


* Resigned January, 1888. tT Retired in October. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY, 

Mr. Witutam Narrer Reeve, solicitor, clerk of the peace for Leicester- 
shire, died at Leicester on the 21st ult., from bronchitis, in his seventy- 
seventh year. Mr. Reeve was born in 1811. He served his articles in the 
office of the late Mr. Michael Lane, of Chelmsford. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1834, and he practised for a few years in London. About 
forty-five years ago he removed to Leicester, where he entered the office 
of the late Mr. William Freer, with whom he was for many years in 
partnership, and he was subsequently associated with Mr. William Jesse 
Freer, Mr. George Henry Blunt, and Mr. George Rowlatt. Mr. Reeve was 
for several years deputy clerk of the peace for Leicestershire, and in 1873, 
on Mr. William Freer’s death, he was appointed by the late Duke of Rut- 
land to the clerkship of the peace, Wack pot he held until his death, 
He was also for many ) ears clerk to the Jieutenancy and deputy treasurer 
for Leicestershire, and clerk to the visiting justices of the county lunatic 
asylum and the county gaol. He had filled the office of under-sherif€ of 
the county, and he was a magistrate for the borough of Leicester. Mr. 
Reeve leaves a widow and one daughter. He was buried at Bocking, 
Essex, on the 26th ult, 
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Mr. Witi1am Vover Extis, solicitor, of Gloucester, died on the 28th 
ult., at the age of seventy-nine. Mr. Ellis was born in 1809. He was 
articled to the late Mr. Chadburn, of Gloucester. He was admitted a 
solicitor about the year 1831, and he practised at Gloucester for more 
than fifty years. He was for many years the head of the firm of Ellis, 
Elliott, & Turner, afterwards Ellis, Elliott, & Sheppard. Mr. Ellis was 
elected Mayor of Gloucester in 1879, and he was re-elected in the follow- 
ing year. He was also one of the city aldermen from 1875 till 1883, and 
he was one of the City Charities trustees, a trustee of the Gloucester 
Endowed Grammar Schools, and a member of the Severn Fishery Board. 
Mr. Ellis was buried at Minsterworth on the 2nd inst. 


Mr. Leone Levi, barrister, Professor of Commercial Law at King’s 
College, London, died at 31, Highbury-grove on the 7th inst. Mr. Levi was 
an Italian by birth. He was the son of Signor Isaac Levi, of Ancona, 
where he was born in 1821. He came to England as a young man, and 
was for several years engaged in mercantile life at Liverpool. He was 
naturalized in 1847. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Trinity Term, 1859, and he was formerly a member of the Northern 
Circuit. In 1852 he was appointed Professor of Commercial Law at 
King’s Oollege, London, and he held that office until his death. His 
lectures extended over a wide field of subjects, including international 
law, statistics, and political economy. He was the author of a “ History 
of British Commerce,’’ a ‘“‘ Treatise on International Law,” and other 
well known works. Mr. Levi was an active member of the Council of the 
Royal Statistical Society. He was one of the founders of the Sees 
ae sae | of Commerce, the first institution of that kind established in 

gland. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Ozcrn Maurice Cxapman, barrister, has been appointed an Assist- 
tant Commissioner of Enquiry into the Working of Markets and Fairs. Mr. 
Chapman is the fourth son of Mr. Henry Chapman. He was born in 
1852, and he was educated at Balliol College, Oxford. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1875, and he practises on the 
South-Eastern Circuit and at the Surrey Sessions. He is on the staff on 
the Weekly Reporter. 


Mr. Arruur Jacon AsuTon, barrister, has been appointed an Assistant 
Commissioner of Enquiry into the Working of Markets and Fairs. Mr. 
Ashton is the eldest son of Mr. Walter Ashton, of Sheffield. He was born 
in 1855, and he was educated at Balliol College, Oxford, where he 
graduated first class in Classics in 1878. He was called to the bar at the 
pon ya a in November, 1876, and he is a member of the Northern 
Circuit. 


Mr. Joun Bonnett, solicitor, of Cambridge, has been appointed Clerk 
to the Magistrates for that borough. Mr. Bonnett isan M.A. of St. John’s 
College, Cambridge. He was admitted a solicitor in 1876. He is clerk to 
the Harston School Board, and deputy-coroner for Cambridgeshire. 


Mr. Arruur Percy Jackson, solicitor, of 7, Cannon-street, has been 
oe a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Asuton Hicuuey, solicitor, of Halifax and Ripon, has been 
appointed a Notary Public. 


Mr. Joun Ricxarp Homers, solicitor, of Bradford, has been appointed 
a District Commissioner for the Gold CoastOolony. Mr. Holmes has been 
for — = clerk to the Drighlington Local Board. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 187¢. 


Mr. Joun Onaries Lurweiitn, M.A., of Newport, Monmouthshire, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, 
Disso.vTions. 
Arraur Wriii1am Woops and Joszrx Dempster, solicitors (Woods & 
Dempster), Brighton. March 25. London Gazette, May 11.] 
A. Lizwettyn Srocxs and Joun S. Hirron, solicitors (Stocks & Hilton), 
Manchester and Ashton-unde-Lyne. October 29. 
[London Gazette, May 15.] 





GENERAL, 
It is stated that Mr. Justice Charles will be the Whitsun Vacation 


judge, and that his lordship will be in attendance at Queen’s Bench a 


Judge’s Chambers on certain days during the vacation to be fixed. 


The Royal Assent was given by Commission on Wednesday to the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, and the Local Government (England 
and Wales) Electors Act. 


It is a mortifying reflection, says the Albany Law Journal, that our late 
Chief Justice, after so many years spent in the public service, should have 
left no pro for his family to speak of. He maintained the dignity of 
his high office in a modest way; nobody could accuse him of extrava- 
gance; but the — is an expensive place, and no man in public life 
with a family can lay up anything on 10,000dols A Bill is before Congress 
providing 5,000dols. ayear for his widow for her life. Our Court of Appeals 
me now get 12,000 dols., and the Supreme Court Justices in the city of 

ew York get 15,000 dols. Even a police justice in that city gets almost as 
much as a justice of the Supreme Court of the United States ! 


The following twenty-six gentlemen have been duly proposed. as 
candidates for the Bar Committee at the ensuing election—vig. :—Mr. 





Inderwick, Q C., Sir-Horace Davey, QC., Mr. Fialay, Q.0., M.P., Mr. 
Bayford, QO., Mr. Pitt-Lewis, QO. MP., Mr. Oatler, Q.0., Me. 
Renshaw, Q.0., Mr. Buckley, Q.0., Mr. Byrne, Q.0., Mr. Hall, Q.0., and 
Messrs, H. F. Boyd, J. G. Butcher, F. Evans, G. Farwell, E.8. Ford, 
C. E. H. me yg Healey, H. Jeffreys, Ingle Joyce, W. W. Knox, 
E. L. Levett, R. H. Pinhey, W. D. Rawlins, G. Y. Robson, D. Sturges, 
T. R. Warrington, and E. P. Wolstenholme. Oaly sixteen candidates 
can be elected. The electors are the whole of the bar. 


At the Manchester County Police Oourt, on the 20th ult., before Mr 
Leresche, William Henry Blackburn, accountant, of Eccles, was charged 
with falsely pretending to be a solicitor. Mr. W. Cobbett prosecuted on 
behalf of the Manchester Incorporated Law Society, and Mr. Blair de- 
fended. Mr. Cobbett said that the defendant sent to a man named 
Nuttall a circular stating that he was instructed by a man named Leyland 
that unless a small sum of money due to Leyland was the defendant 
would take proceedings in the ordinary way. Mr. Blair quoted a number 
of cases to shew that the circular did not come within the meaning of the 
Act under which the p were taken, and Mr. Cobbett said that 
the ordinary letter paper of the defendant stated that he was an 
*‘accountant.” Mr. taeedins If he had carried that ee pee on the 
circular sent out for this debt he would not have against the 
Solicitors Act. Mr. Cobbett: Justs0. A fine of 10s. was imposed, and 
Cobbett saih that the soclety represcuted did nct aaK for special costa, they 

represen n costs, 
only desired that the matter should be known. 


In moving the second reading of the Coroners Bill on Tuesday the Lord 
Chancellor said that there appeared to be a consensus of opinion 
on the first section of the Bill, which gave the coroner power to hold in- 
quests in of fires. He was not sure that such power did not 
already exist. Such inquests used to be held, but owing to a legal 
decision that had been p meng by the courts, they had been discontinued. 
However, it was felt that a power to hold such inquests ought to and 
it was consequently conferred by this Bill. The subject of the mode of 
election of the coroner was a more debateable matter, and though he 
had read a great number of communications, which all concurred in con- 
demning the a practice as an intolerable nuisance, there was no 
such unanimity as to the system to be substituted for it. There was a 
particular objection to that part of the Bill which vested the appointment 
of coroners in the Lord Chancellor. His mind was quite open upon this 
matter, and he certainly should not jealously claim the patronage which 
the Bill gave him. It might be suggested that the new county councils 
should have the power of appointing coroners; but the obj m would 
at once arise that this could not be provided in the Bill, no such 
bodies existed at the present time. Even if they did, it would require 
consideration whether the election of coroners by those who were them- 
selves an elected body was altogether a desirable mode of meeting the 
difficulty. All he would say at present, therefore, was that the present 
Hwee ougbt to be altered, and that when the Bill reached Committee he 
should gladly welcome any suggestion which would get rid of the diffi- 








culty. The responsibility of appointing coroners was not one which he 
had desired to uttach #0 the office of Lord Chancellor. 
WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRipay, May 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Export AGEncy Co., 


Lr«TeD.—North, J., has fixed Tuesday, May 29, at 11, at 
his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator * mdb 


‘4 ADANA OONSTRUCTION .» Liwirgsp.—Creditors ousting in Great 
Britain are required, on or before June 11, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Evans Broad, 1, 
Walbrook. Tuesday, June 26 at 12, is appointed for and adjudicating 
upon the debts and 

UNION ELECTRICAL POWER Co. —By an order made by 


anp Licut Co., Lumrep.—By 
Chitty, J., dated April 28, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Link- 
later & Co., Bond ct, Walbrook, solors for 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CARDIFF SAVINGS Banx.—Creditors are required, on or before June 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur C , 14, George st, Mansion House. 7 July 2 at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hear g and adjudicating upon the debts claims 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
BURTON ON TRENT LIBERAL CLUB, Club House, St. Paul’s st East, Burton on 
Trent, Stafford. 9 


LOBE CoaL LIJERIES FRIgND IN NEED BeEwnerit Society, Gelli 
Colliery Pay Office, Ystrad Rhondda, Pontypridd, Glamorgan. May 7 
London Gasette.—_TUESDAY, May 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CHESTERTON COAL AND IRON Co., Limitep.—Petition for wi up, presented 
ry 4 12, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, June 2. Morley 
& Shirreff, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solors for petners 

METROPOLITAN Music Haus Oo., Lrurrep.—Petn for winding up, presented May 
4, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, June 2. Chatterton, 

ner Goeneemy lean, solor Soe 8 petner P - 

EW CHILE GOLD Minin > .—Petn for winding up, presen —y | 
12, directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Saturday, Jed 2. Kearsey 


Co., Old Jewry, solors for 

LISKEARD AND CARADON RAILWAY OO. Petn, on nted May 2, praying the con- 
firmation of a scheme of arrangement between the company and their credi- 
tors, ted to be heard Z,J.,on June 9. ids & Son, Liskeard, 
and Burchell & Co., Westminster, solors for company 

reg SOCIETIES Pay 

Boor AND SLIPPER MUTUAL AND Socrrry, Boot and Slipper 

Ian, Rolfe st, Smethwick, y 10 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
A mas or CLam. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, M: 
BAKER, ROBERT, Millbrook, Soakuamhen, Gent. . 3 9. Hickman & Son, 
Southampton. 
BEALE. JoHN ADOocK, _— Kirby, Warwick, Farmer. May 15. Watson & 
Channer, Lutterwort! 
Brook, JosEPruH, te ny June 30, Challinors, Hanley. 


CaDBURY, JAMES, Warkworth, Northampton, Gent, June 1. Glaisyer & 
Porter, Birmingham. 
CaLtow, WALTER, Plaistow, Grocer. June1. Webb, Austin-friars. 


CHADWICK, HANNAH SaRau, Balham. Junet. Rogers & Oo, Victoria st 
of Bebington, Chester, Turpentine Distiller. June1, Francis, 


en 4 
Coon, Mary AxXwN, Olevedon, Somerset. June 1. Strickland & Roberts, 
ristol 


Dewnin, [saBELLA, Bayston rd, Stoke Newington. June 15. Truefitt & Gane, 
Bish te st within 
FLEMING, Many Dawson, Broxbourne, Hertford. May 26. Fleming, Trinity eq, 


Fox, EDWARD Viaor, Scarborough, Gent. June 25, Townsend & Jones, Swin- 


on 
Franks, EpwWAkp, Burslem, Beerseller. May 24. Alcock, Burslem 


GARDNER, JOHN, Maze pond, Southwark, Builder. June 20. Poncione & 
e tt. ay ee bide, Gray’s a a 3 Sette 
RANT. VELL, 08 est ur; m. une 1, m! 
King’s Bench walk : ee : 
HA, THomas, Swansea, Esq. Junei. Stricks & Bellingham, Swansea 


HOotpswortsH, ARTHUR JONES, Chester. June4. Hore & Co, Liverpool 


Hotvit1, FrEeperick, Gt Torrington, Devon, Merchant. Aug 8. Rooker & 
‘Tien Bideford 
meee ee Goldhawk rd, Gent. June7. Thomas Rouse Watson. Finsbury 


ent 
Jacxson, JOHN, Fornham All Saints, Suffolk, Gent. June 13, Sparke & Sons, 


Bury 8t Edmunds 
MakxtTin, GEORGE, Cromwell gdns, Kensington, Esq. June 1. Ashurst & Co, 
e 


Wry 
McBEAN, on Hanley, Gent. June 23. Paddock & Sons, Hanley 
MoGryst, eee Huddersfield, Brassfounder. May 9. Fisher & Ruddock, 
us 


NORMAN. oy , a Slaugham. Sussex, Eeq. June 1. Rogers & Co, Vic- 


toria st 
Rawson, Marta, Sheffield. May 381. Binney & Sons, Sheffield 
er ELLEN, Sandbach, Chester. June 6. Waddington, Barnley, Lan- 
Rosmars, THOMAS JonES, Higher Broughton, Manchester, Gent. June1 Gaunt 


Lingard, Manchester 
ScortT, JacoB, Grantham,Lincoln, Engineer May 24 Royall, Grantham 


SuirH, WILLIAM, Bradford, Excise Officer May 12 Watts & Jobson, Dudley 
SwINFEN, ALFRED, Maidstone, Brewer Juneié Ellis, Maidstone 

THomas, WILLIAM, South Shields, Mariner May8 Osborne, South Shields 
THomson, NED HENRY, Calcutta,Gent Augi Hindmarsh, Alnwick 

WarkIs, ca BULCELEY, Shrewsbury, Solicitor May 19 Corser & Son, 


Shrewsbury 
Wiacut, WILLIAM, Hackney rd, Draper May 23 Gill, Cheapside 
WILLIAMS, B ign NCES ELIZABETH, Brighton June 1 Saxton & Son, Queen 


Victo: 

Wirson, A East Bergholt, Army Tutor June 11 Partridge & Wilson, 
B St Edmunds 

Wison, cis, Wakefield, Gent Mayi7 Lake, Wakefield 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 4. 
ANGUS, JOHN, — sq, Retired Upholsterer. June 14. Marsden & Wilson 
Old Cavendis 
BaXER, JOHN, Albion rd, Holloway. Junei. Holmes & Son, Bedford row 


on. oe age Newton, Chester, Yeoman. June 9. Buckley & Miller, 
yb 


BELL, Sy Woolsington, Northumberland, Esq. May 26. Glayton & Gibson, 
me on Tyne 

Beane. S anyon: NN, Alma st, Stockton on Tees. June1. Hunton & Bolsover, 

n Tees 

Boxatu, CHARLES, Dorking, Brewer. May 381. Hart & Co, Dorking 

BROOKSBANE, WILLIAM I.yon, Godstone, Surrey, Esq. Juns 1. Peacock & 
Goddard, South s 2 

BuLitocke, GrorGz, Shirley, Southampton, Gent, June 7, Westlake, South- 


ampton 
BULLOCK, CHARLES, Burmantofts, Leeds. June7. Lumb & Bailey, Leeds 
BURDEKIN, MARSHALL, Holland park gdns, Kensington, Gent. June 24. 
Cheese & Green, Pall Mall 
CARDWELL, THOMAS, Park st, Grosvenor sq, Esq. June 16. Harwood & 
Stephenson, Lombard st 
, SAMUEL Fp ped Dartford, Brewer’s Clerk. June 1. Talbot & 
‘Tasker, Bedford 


COATES, SUSAN, Clifton, Bristol, June15. Hippisley, Bristol 
Cramp, Mary, Plumber's row, Whitechapel. June 14. Woolley, Gt Wiachester 


stre 
DEnt, Susan, Gt Cumberland pl. June23. Shaen & Co, Bedford row 


ool 
DE PREZ, SARAH, Arlington rd, Camden Town. J 4. Alexand llins, 
Cumberland pk, Willesden Junction ess empadies 
am © ae ght Northumberland. May 16. Forster & Paynter, 


Aln 
Evstacg, Exiza, Shakespeare pl, Handsworth, Stafford. May 31. 
poate << a mary Headi na Peace 
. CHARLES PHILIP, Spring ngley, Leeds, Resident Secretary for 
Yorkshire s Scottish Widows’ Fund Um Asvaren Assurance Society. June 16. 


GLOVER, JAMES, Lower Bebbington, Chester,Gent. June8. Laces & Oo, Liver- 


sate eae, nr Wigan, Lieensed Victualler and Farmer. June 
* WrLLtan, ey Marsh, Lincoln, Farmer. May 4. M & 

ae Sutton, Lincs ; ’ ; = aac itd 

GULLY, JOHN wth eggs Regent’s ter, Heavitree, Devon, Gent. June 13. Carter, 


HAtTTon, ee can Sanptete st, Commercial rd, Horse Dealer. June 1. Hay- 
ormwood 
HIBBERT, JOHN, Maidenhead, Berks. June!, Bircham & Oo, Parliament at 


Hicks, Jonn, Woodford, Wilts, Yeoman. June1. Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 


—e«- ae Lswis, Albury, Surrey, Esq. June5. Field & Co, Lincoln’s 
n fields 
Hunt, WILLIAM CLOVE, Chester, Gent. May 23. Moss & Sharpe, Chester 


INEPEN, JOHN, Worthing, Plumber. June 80. Verrall, Worthing 
Kay, THomas, Bolton, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. June 12. Taylors, Bolton 
KIBBLEWHITE, SARAH ANN, Circus st, Greenwich. June 11. Rollitt & Sons 


Mark a 

ey ETH ANN, aT rd, Drayton pk, Holloway. July 11. 

fiona & Clifton, Romfo 

ee Chute st, Exeter, Inspector of Timber. June 5. Orchard, 

seein Rev Wi: 1AM CLARKE, Tulse Hill. June 30. Loughborough & Gedge, 
Gt Winchester st 

sumer, Tomns. Park villas, Salisbury, Collector of Inland Revenue, May 23. 

* ur 

NIGHTINGALE, Sana ELugn, Abbey grove, Bolton, Lancaster. May 31. 

Hughes, Bolton. 


OWEN, RICHARD, Ty Mawr, Bethesda, Llaneechid, Carnarvon, Slate Merchant. 

June 30, Gray, Bangor 

PAL. nemae, Ipswich, Suffolk, Clerk in Holy Orders, June 14. Palmer, 
albr 

Parry, Maris, Bowdon, Chester. Junet, J. E. & R. Whitworth, Machester. 


PEYTON, Sir THomas, Swift’s House, near Bicester, Baronet, a Senger General in 
her Majesty’s Army. June15. Garrard & Co., Suffolk st 
ea Joun. Wolfhouse, Chipping, Lancs, Yeoman. June 9. W.,A., & R. 


PRUST, lume Galen Stockbroker. June12. Turner, Bideford 

RICHARDSON, ELLEN, Sandbach, Chester. June6, Waddington, Burnley 
Rosrnson, JAMES, Richmond, Yorks, Draper. June 30. Hunton, lhichmond 
Roy.z, RoBERT HENRY, Hampton rd, Southport, Lancs, Gent. Junei. Buck & 


Co, Southport 
Sayce. IsaBELLA, West Chelborough, Dorset. June 23. Powell & Rogers, 


Essex st 
ae Windsor, Berks, Gent. June 24. Warner & Hetley, Ray- 
mon 

SPIcER, JAMES, Upper Thames st. June 24, Alexander, Ely pl 


STEPHENS, JANE Haknis, Bolingbroke grove, Wandsworth common. June 13, 

Carter, Chancery lane 

STREET, EDWARD, Newhall, Stapenhill, Derby, Collier. July 1. J. & W. J. 
Drewry, Burton on mt . 

Sturt, MatTHEW PuHit1e HumBERT, Exmouth, Devon, Gent May2i Dixon, 


y 
Sutton. Rev. WALTER Henry, Oxford, Clerk in Holy Orders June 18 Little & 
Mills, Stroud, Gloucestershire 
TOMLINSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Withybrook, Warwick, Builder and Farmer 
June 21_ Woodcock & Co, Coventry 
TOWNEND. . Emma, Nightingale lane, Hornsey June 15 Grundy, Queen 
ctoria st 
Woops, ARTHUR, Monkton st, Kennington, Printer June 12 French, Crutched 


WORRALL, THOMAS, Halewood, Lancaster, Gent May 30 Lupton, Liverpool 
London Gaszette—TUESDAY, May 8. 

AGATE, JOHN, Bedford rd, Horsham, Retired Grocer. June 5. Coole, Horsham 

BASCOMBE, JOHN, Stoke Abbot, Dorset. June 20. Leigh, Beaminster 


me = gg pa, nr Huddersfield, Waste Dealer and Farmer. 
sden & Co, Huddersfield 
Brackpune, EDWARD, the Grove, Feltham Hill, Esq. June 11. Belfrage & Co, 


ohn st 
Boyton, RicHArRD, Fyfield, Essex, Farmer June 30. Gepp & Sons, Chelmsford 
BURFORD, Mary ANN, Bedminster, Bristol. June19. Trapnell, Bristol 
mae, Watedeld Wakefield, West Riding, York. June 30. Brown & Ov, 
Francis, Westbury upon Trym, nr Bristol. June 1. Strickland & 
=o Bristol 
HeEwry, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Gent. July 9. Wing, Nottingham 


HIBBERD, REUBEN, Royal Exchange avenue. Jure1. Blake & Co, College hill 
mes CATHERINE, Alvechurch, Worcester, Baker. Junei1. Phillips, Birming- 


am 

KNOWLES, JOHN, ‘peteead Crumpsall, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. May 31. Todd, 
anches 

Loup EDMUND, Rochdale, Lancaster, Gent. June 15. Standring & Taylor, 
ochda'e 

MACLEAN, Mary, Torquay. May 3!. Haynes & Clifton, Tokenhouse yard 


Mason, BENJAMIN BURNETT, Grosvenor ter, r, poveriey rd, Kingston upon Hull, 
Wine Merchant, June1. Thompson 

MESSENGER, EDWARD, Phcenix Phe Middlesex 8 Stud Groom. June 2. Richard- 
son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

NasH. HELEN FRANCES, Pembroke rd, Clifton. May 31. Jotcham, Wantage, or 
Weeeat & Boutflower, Bristol 

NETTLETON, JOHN, Ossett, York, Farmer. May 28. Iansons & Co, Wakefield 


PEPPER, HENkY, Cambridge, Tailor. June1. Eaden & Knowles, Cambridge 


PETERKIN, JAMES, Richmond rd, Kew, and of on M. Indian Army on the Madras 
Establishment, M.D. July 8, Hamlin & Co, Legal and General chbrs 
Potts, RICHARD HopGson, Breck rd, Liverpool, Cutler. June 4. Thompson & 

Hughes, Birkenhead 
eo = ed CowLey, Albert rd, Southport, Esq. June 14. Parr & Co, 
‘oul 
UTHERN, Py aaees THomaAs, Brafferton, Durham. Retired Coal Merchant and 
Agent. June13, Young, Newcastle upon Tyne 
TERLY, GEORGE, Mells, Somerset, Surgeon. May 25. Timmins, Bath 
ToRDAgL, Tuomas, Seaton, nr wreckingten, Cumberland, Retired Weighman. 
une 25. Thornb urn, Carlisle 
wana WIt1iaM, Kirkstall rd, Lets, Dyer. June 20. Nelson & Co, Leeds 
WHEEN, Epwiy, Sheffield, York, Grocer. July 18. Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 
WISE, GEORGE, Woodcote, Leek Wootton, Warwick, also of Charlwood, Surrey, 
Esq. June 23. Cam) bell, Warwick 
WISE, WILLIAM, High st, atford, Crocer, June 4. Parrott, Clapton 
London Gaszette.—FRIDAY, May 11. 
am,  — pas Dunstall, Tatenbill, Stafford, Esq June28 Small, Bur- 
m on Trent 


A gounra, Or Croydon rd, Anerley, Surrey, Commercial Traveller J une 
‘aylor. 





Ham. GuonGrawa RAcHAEL, Southgate rd. June 15, Grundy & Co, Queen 


on 
ASHBY, JOHN, Kiskelve. Bradfield, York, Farmer June 30 Wake & Sons, 
eme. 
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BELt,, ELIZABETH, Broad st, Carlisle. June1é6. Oartmell, Carlisle 
———_. be nrg nee House, Tunbridge Welle. Julyi1. Simpson & 


‘ord, Gracechurch 
BuanvouD, RY, Windsor rd, Upper Holloway. June 5. Winser, Chancery 


Gmnaen ELizaBeTH Eyton epee, Moorside, Bovey Tracey, Devon. 
June 22. Tathams & Pym, Frederick’s 
es, Stafford. June 25. Deat& 


CARTWRIGHT, MARIA eames Leasowes, 
Co, Wolverham: ~-— ~y 
Omaryas, Bt ee ew st, Sutton, Lancaster. July 2. Atsdell & Eccles, St 
DAVIS, ISAAC, Bristol rd, Birmingham, Retired Jeweller. June 25. Rubinstein, 
Raymond's bldgs 
EDWARDS, den rd, Camden Town, Cheesemonger. June 22. 
June 16, Tillett & Co, Nor- 


ILLIAM, Oem 
Pearce & Sons, Giltspur st 
Harpy, madam, Plumstead, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Hanes, JONATHAN EDWARD, Parkholme rd, Dalston, Gent. June 5 Davis, 
verp 
June 30. 


ool 
Hakpis, BaRAl JANE, Railway Hotel, Feltham, Hotel keeper. 
ton, York. Augié. Harrop & Harrop, Swinton, nr Rother- 


Breugham, Hounslow 

meneee, / ANN, Swin 

Hoxson, HENRY, Swinton, York, Gent. Aug 16. Harrop & Harrop, Swinton, 
nr Rotberham 


Incuneanean, Moons, Graiseley, Wolverhampton, Esq. June 25. Dent & Co, 


Yo! a 
JONES, W. 'AYLOR, Benthall, Salop, Relieving Officer. Aug 11. Potts & 
Potts Broseley 


a CHARLOTTE, Gloucester rd, Regent’s pk. June 18, Tadman, Gray’s 
nn p 
J _— = SusANnNAH, Chiswick pl, Eastbourne. June 12. Carleton Stiff, 


KIRKHAM, HENRY, Darlaston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. June 9, Crock- 
ford, Birming 


KNELL, WILLIAM, Farnborough, Esq. June 20. Moodie & Mills, Basinghall st 
LONSDALE, JOHN RISHTON, Wavertree, Lancaster. June 9. Evans & Oo, Liver- 


poo! 
Manaees, JOsIAH, Eldon rd, Reading, Gent. June 18, Olarke & Co, Birming- 


am 

a -— Mary Ann, Lyme st, Camden Town. June9. Rundle & Hobrow, 
oleman 8 

a Baarver, Taoxas, Albion rd, Handsworth, Stafford. June 18. Clarke 

g' 

Musee, AMELIA “ame, Laurel rd, Fairfield, Liverpool, June 12, 
Yo. Liverpoo' 

Morratt, JOHN, King’s rd, Camden Town. June 21. Pendergast, Commercial rd 

MOoRRISON, WILLIAM HENRY Brown, Saint John’s, Wakefield, Corn Merchant: 

June 1. Williams, Wakefield 
Nasu, JOHN Larnson, Reigate, Esq. July 14. Head, Reigate 


PoaD, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Penryn, Cornwall, Gardner. June 24. 


Bremner & 


Jenkins, Penryn 


eure, Guam LES JOHN, Finchley rd, Middlesex, Esq. June18s. Garrard & Co, 

UullOlK 8 

PURSER, CATHERINE, Kimbolton rd, Bedford, June 2. Purser & Cooper, 
hilliter st 


Pune, Sistsnere, Kimbolton rd, Bedford. June 2. Purser & Cooper, 
r 

Rourmeoe, I Isaac, North Hykeham, Lincoln, Farmer. June 5, Faikner, 
RorH, tees, pommovens Haussman, Paris, Esq. May 31. Bompas & Co, 


Gt Wincheste: 
SHAw, GEORGE, tee st, Westminster, Contractor. June 24, Oorsellis & 
Mossop, Wandsworth 


Suaw, THoMas WILKINSON, Dunstell Hill, Wolverhampton, Merchant. June 
25. Dent & Co, Wavecmamagee 

a STEPHEN, Salford, Exmeasten, Gent. June 22. Boyer & Co, Man- 
chester 

SPARROW, FREDERICK TURTON, Habberley Hall, Salop, Esq. June 45. Dent & 
Co, Wolverhampton 

TATE, ae ad ee hill, Stoke Newington. June 29. Armstrong & Lamb, 


dJde 
THoMPs0N, Jou, Middleton and Summerill, Derby, Farmer. June 20. God- 
y 
VaEnon, "WILLIAM TassIz, The Rgctery, Etton, York, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
June 2. Thompson & Co, Hul 
Vecxuee, Goones BENJAMIN, Ween. Sussex,Gent. July7. liamlin & Co, 
eet 8 
WanswortH, HENRY, Wakefield, Gent. June1. Williams, Wakefield 
WALTON, THOMAS, Hooton Mersey, Lancaster, Bleacher. June 25. Johnson & 


Johnsons. Stockport 
WEBB, JAMES GEORGE HERBERT, St Helen’s, I W, Esq. May 28. White, Ryde 


WOOLVERTON, GEORGE, St Donatt’s rd, New Cross, Gent. June 25. Marchant & 
Benwell, George yard 








WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND LESSEES. —Before mushasing 
- renting a house have the Sanitary arrangements thorough] b 
t from The Sani Engineering & Ventilation ge. Lib ictoria-st.. a 4 


e Ven’ of Offices, &o.—{ ADVT. ,] 

STAMMERERS AND STUTTERERS should read a little —— by Mr. B. BEASLEY, 

Baron’s-court-house, W. Kensington, London. Price 13 stamps. The author, after 
suffering nearly 40 years, cured lf by a method entirely his own.—[ADvT.] 


tary 
saivaber (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the V 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, May 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ADaMs, seme, Jarrow, Durham, Contractor Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 9 
ATKINSON, _ EDWARD, Hadlow, Kent, out of business Tunbridge Wells 


Pet May 8 Ord Mays 
BalLEY, RICHARD, Tasenste, Labourer York Pet May9 Ord May 9 


BRADLEY, DAVID, Stroud, Tailor Gloucester Pet May8 Ord May 8 
Burton, WILLIAM, Manchester, Solicitor Menchester Pet May 9 Ord May 9 
BYERLEE, A., Wate pl, Mile End rd, Rope Maker High Court Pet April 11 


Ord May 
0 a Gaeeege 16 Be tak CRY nee Ports- 


AMPBELL, a D., Povignonts, 
mouth Pet April 16 
Cazk, GRicE ETHELL, Wakefield. Grocer Wakefield Pet May9 Ord May 9 





. 





——SSS= 
CaRR, amas. Cangas terr, Walworth, out of work High Court Pet April 20 
Cuma, STeum CowsE, Landrake, Cornwall, Builder East Stonehouse 


Pet May7 Ord May 
CLIFT, FREDERIC, Fencees nen, Solicitor High Court Pet Aprili7 Ord May 8 


Crovgs, masa , Duffield, Derby, Paper Bag Dealer Derby Tet April 13 
a 
CLow. JOHN, Tunbridge Wells, Draper Tunbridge Wells Pet May 7 Ord 
pum Gwyddelwern, Merioneth, Farmer Wrexham Pet May8 Ord 
DaviE JOHN, Masts ct rd, Kensington, Plumber High Court Pet 
‘April 19 Ord May 
aon at = saat, Hanley, Chemist Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall 
Eaton, x, HENRY CHARLES, Cenncn st, Mining Agent High Court Pet March 18 


Danna wan AMES, Sutton, Auctioneer Croydon Pet May7 Ord May7 
oe Nottingham, Lace Draughtsman Nottingham Pet Mays 
Fura, Baxcoxt, , —¥ Crewe, Cheshire, Grocer Nantwich and Crewe 
Gonsg, 7 Ze Herbert st, Hoxton, Upholsterer High Court Pet May7 Ord 
GRASMEDER, S Maem, I Rathbone st, Canning Town, Baker High Court Pet 
a 

Gum, Cu Farm rd, Bedding Manufacturer High Court Pet May 
Sam, BENJAMIN, St Leonard’s on Sea, Dental Surgeon Hastings Pet May 

ay 
Hastisr, Rosanr, Birstal, Yorks, Fish Dealer Dewsbury Pet May 7 Ord 
name, Gouthampten, Musical Instrument Seller Southampton Pet 
May 9 Ord” May 

HILDER, Coumam, + Corn Merchant Rochester Pet Apr7 Ord 
Hogan, “Tesnece, Pontypool, Mon, Painter Newport, Mon Pet May7 Ord 


Hore, JouN, Neath, Saddler Neath Pet May7 Ord May7 

JACKSON, Aaeawe, Liverpool st, Auctioneer High Oourt Pet April 2 Ord 

JONES. Many, Talsarnau, Merionethshire, Innkeeper Portmadoc and Blaenau 
Festiniog Pet May 7 May 

Kine —- Dinton, Wilts, out of business Salisbury Pet May 8 Ord 


Kreg, Ustan, Leicester, Coal Merchant Leicester Pet May7 Ord May7 
-}-- yt and somes Over, Weston super Mare, Confectioners Derby 


Lroxs.J + MGlipstone ot: Fiteroy eq, Draper High Court Pet Aprils0 Ord 
Mooaittst Emma, Stratford, Essex, Widow HighCourt Pet Aprili3 Ord 


Moss, Portas, Bradford, Yorks,Grocer Bradford Pet May 5 Ord May7 
—-) im: - ode Ferndale, Glamorganshire, Grocer Pontypridd 
Owns, Joux, Je aemrak Aldgate, Bag Manufacturer High Oourt Pet May7 
ir 
PAWLEY, ALDERT, Gt Wigston, Leicestershire, Tailor Leicester Pet May 8 Ord 
ay 
PoxnToN, HEnzy, Coventry, Designer Coventry Pet May7 Ord May7 
RinGz, a JomE, Cheadle, Staffordshire, Grocer Stoke upon Trent Pet May2 Ord 
SELING — fy | Manchester avenue, Aldersgate, Fancy Goods Importer 
urt Pet t May 7 Ord May 7 
Gomem, | Vaux P Paul, Haltwhistle, Varnish Manufacturer Oarlisle Pet May7 
a 
——— JOSEPR HeEnky, Aldersgate st, Printer High Court Pet May9 Ord 
TOULaON, Suney, Manningham, Tinplate Worker Bradford PetMay9 Ord 
a 
TOWERS. Aprutvn Wuts0n, Nottingham, Publican Nottingham Pet April 17 
WappiNgTox. Bux CowPer, West Hartlepool, Plumber Sunderland Pet May 
Wake, , Davy, Weta Rhondda, Glamorgan, Boot Dealer Pontypridd Pet May 
Ord 
Wai, ALZRED, "pate Weymouth, Musical Instrument Dealer Dorchester 
et Ma; 
ay? "Taomas Wixxxsoy, Wallsend, Engineman Newcastle on Tyne 
et Ma Ord May 7 
Witt, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Innkeeper Portmadoc and Blaenau 
Festiniog Pet ae 9 Ord May? 
WILLIs, = Goons North Licensed Victualler Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
Woop, 9, Czonon, Biaskton on 3 on Tees, Butcher Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
48. at is ‘substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 8. 
Woon, Jonny, Oldham, Druggist Oldham Pet May5 Ord May 5 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ord 
Pet 


© 
a 





The fo 





AD. JouN, Jarrow, Durham, Contractor May 23 at 2 Off Rec, Pink lane, 
ewcastle on Tyne 
BatLEY, RICHARD, , Labourer May 23 at 12.30 Off Rec, York 


Barns, Jonn Ricuakp, Fitzgerald rd, Mortlake, Builder May 18 at 12 100, 
Victoria st, W ter 
irmingham, Publican May 23 at 11 25, Colmore row, Bir 


Barta, Come, 

Bort, Jou® 1 Brew, Wombwell, nr Barnsley, Yorks, Butcher May 23 at 11.30 

Gums, Witty Pustow, Ease Victualler Mayi8ati2 33, Carey 
st, Lincoln’ 


SeeRt James's chmbes Derby” Paper Bag Dealer May i8ati2 Off Rec, 
Coss, SAMUEL, Ipswich, Coach builder May 19at11 Off Reo, Ipswich 


Cenm, Dave, a86e address unknown, Licensed Victualler May 18 at11 33, Carey st 


Crick, cioumn, Dever, Dotcher May 18 at 9.30 32, St George’s st, Canterbury 
DEEBANK, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Solihull, Warwickshire, Builder May 25 atii 26 
Colmore row, Birmingham 
owas, ju, Wakefield, Deaper May 18 at 1.15 Albion Hotel, Piccadilly. 


DICKINSON, JOHN, Woodland rd, Upper Norwood, Commission Agent May 19 at 
12 oan 
Dance, 3 Sunsauim, Bieck tere, Hankey, "Ohemist May 18 at 11 Royal 


j 
j 
| 
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ey Lage Chestey, Lancs, Dye Wood Miller May 18 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
. Manc’ 
FRANCIS, “4 ah Drxon, Lianllwni, >< gaauammanaas Butter Merchant May 
2at11 Black Lion Hotel. peter 
Grppons. RICHARD TRINDLE, Walthamstow, Organist May 233138 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Lincoln’s inn 
GRAVES, Casares EpwakpD, Redruth, Cornwall, Sewing Machine Dealer May 18 
atl Rec, Boscawen st, 
Gomme, jous. Birmingham, out ‘ot business May 28 at 10.30 County Court, 
ae JOSIAH, Plumstead, Tailor ae ees at 3 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
—-~ soe Gravesend, Corn Merchant May 21 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Rochester 
Hopper, Ropert, Portland, Dorsetshire, Contractor May 19 at 12.00 Royal 
Hotel, Weymouth 
Hooprr. Wr11aM Tapscott, Ventnor, I W, Tobacconist May 2iat3 Crab and 
Lobster Hotel. Ventnor 
JOHN, WILLIAM, and GEORGE JOHN, Penygraig, Glamorganshire, Hosiery Manu- 
facturers May 24at3 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
KinG, ALBERT, Dinton, Wilts, out of business May 22 at8 Off Rec, Salisbury 


Krex. Same, Leicester, Coal Merchant May 24 at 12,30 28, Friar lane, 
, CHARLES, and JosePH OVER, Derby, Confectioners May 18 at3 Off 

Ree, St Jemeve. 's chbrs, Derby 

Lew. LEwIs, Cadoxton juxta » Cemperganshive, Commission Agent May 
25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

—— bd _ address unknown, Clothiers May 23 at 11 33, Carey st, Lin- 

MILER, THOMAS SMALL, and RoBERT SPRAGGON. a. Hat Manufacturers 
May 23 at11 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 

oom, ee Beckenham, Nurseryman May 18 at 3. 109, Victoria st, West- 

Cc 

PARKER WILLIAM, Frottinghem, Baker May 18 at 11 Off Rec, 1, High pave- 
ment, Nottingha: 

Parry, JOHN, Caruagven. Butcher May 18 at4.45 Royal Hotel, Carnarvon 

Pames, Laan, Gt Wigston, Leicester, Tailor May 24 at 3 48, Friar lane, 


Paso, Posner FREDERICK CocxBURm, Heigham, Norfolk, Tobacconist May 19 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Ray, | Boulogne, Solicitor May 23at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, nee gh sinn 

SHAW, WILLIAM RICHARD, Irving gr, Stockwell, Attendant in House of Com- 
mons May 22at11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s ‘inn 

SHILLAM, DANIEL, Goole, Yorks, ditor of Evangelist at Work May 18 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Simpson, WILLIAM, Turnham green, Timber Merchant May 22ati2 33, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

SmirH, Frank Pavt, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Varnish Manufacturer 

a nay 24 at 12 + Rec, +: erg Carlisle Cuitsts - 

say ILLIAM THOMAS, High st, Kensington, Coffeehouse Keeper May 18 at 
Bankruptcy bides, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 4 . 

STOKES, Pztzr, St Lawrence, Kent, Licensed Victualler May 18 at 3.80 72, High 
st. ate 

TEMPEST, FRANCIS ADOLPHUS VANE, Bury st, St James’s, Gent. May 18 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, * Lincoln’ ’s ion , . 

WEBB, ALFRED, Radipole, nr Weym»uth, Musical Instrument Dealer May 19 at 
2.30 Ro ‘al Hotel, Weymouth 

WEsT. Isaac, ontyclown, or Llantrisant, Grocer May 24at12 Off Rec, Merthyr 


WHITFIELD, THOMAS WILKINSON, Wallsend, Engineman May 19 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne . i od 

WIL, ig North Shields, Licensed Victualler May 23 at 2.30 Off Rec 

lane. Newcastle on Tyne 

Wisz, JoHn Wit.1aM, Eastbourne, Cabinetmaker May 18 at 12 Off Rec, 
4, Pavilion chbrs, ‘Brig hton 

Womack, WiLt1AM JOHN. “North Lopham, Norfolk, Innkeeper May 18 at 11 
Mazistrates’ Room, 

Worm os. Oldham, Druggist May 22ati1 Off Rec, Priory chbrs, Union st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ADAMS, JOHN, Jarrow, Contractor Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 9 Ord May 9 
. FRANK, Coventry, Grocer Coventry Pet April 16 Ord. Hay é 9 
BAILEY, RICHARD, Hessogate, Latourer York Pet May9 Ord M 
re od —_ = — Dealer Stockton on Tees and a 

ay 
BRADLEY, Davin, Stroud, Tallor Gloucester Pet May 8 Ord May 8 
BREESE, THOMAS, Birmingham, Engraver_ Birmingham Pet May5 Ord May 8 
Brown, WILLIAM HENRY, and GEORGE JONES, Forest Gate, Essex, Hat Ware- 
aren = Court Pet April 26 Ord May 8 
Burton, W: nemeuer, Solicitor Manchester Pet May9 Ord May 9 
CakrR, GRICE ETHELL, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield Pet Mays Ord May 9 
QOuALK, WILLIAM, Plaistow, Essex, Licensed Victualler High Court Pet April 





20 Ord May 9 
Cuvnonwanp, JON — Landrake, Cornwall, Builder EastStonehouse Pet 
May7 Ord May 
ma genidence unknown, Licensed Victualler High Court Pet March 
COOPER, SuPriaus, Piccadilly, Brush Manufacturer High Court Pet Feb 29 


Ord May 9 
DAVIES, , TORN, Gwyddelwern, Merionethshire, Farmer Wrexham Pet May 8 


O ay 
a ~1 wame Cross Inn, nr Liantrissant, Farmer Cardiff Pet April30 Ord 
a 
Evang, Joux Coo Qoeexn, Dacre rd, Upper Manor pk, Oilman High Court Pet 


ple ca rng a 
FT » Yor _ oneer m on Tees an iddles- 
borough Pet April16 Ord M 


Tam, Fue, Nottingham, boy , Nottingham Pet May 8 
'y 
dame) 8 HENRY, Urewe, Grocer Nantwich and Crewe Pet May 8 


Samat — Hoprwoop. and CHARLES STEPHEN 1. ~The Great 
Yarmouth, Factors Great Yarmouth Pet Apr7 Ord May 
Fh » NOSERE, Birstal, Yorks, Fish Dealer Dewsbury Pet "May 7 Ord 
ay7 
HASKELL, Paane, Go Southampton, Musical Instrument Seller Southampton Pet 
Haves, aie. , New -_ ie st, Boot Manufacturer High Court Pet March 27 
JO; JORRPE, and — CHESWORTH, Neston, Cheshire, Auctioneers Birkenhead 
et March 27 ay 4 
a mei omg and JosEPH OVER, Derby, Confectioners Derby Pet May 
mn vo | Wri, ~ poeta Hardware Merchant Northampton 


ot April 21 Ord Ma 
niokenvd,” Holloway, Builder High Court Pet Febi4 Ord 


Mann, ANDREW, Isledon 
OSEPH, St Austell, Cornwall, Draper Truro Pet aoe 16 Ord a 7 
Grocer Ord May 8 


May 7 7 
MICHELL, J' 
Mosgs, Portas, 5 Bradford, Yorks, Bradford Pet May 5 


THOMAS, Puttenhem, nr Guildford, Builder Guildford and Godalming 
AB et May 4 Ord May 8 
a CA + Ferndale, Glamorganshire, Grocer Pontypridd 
e ay7 
nie im, Pies Ware * | Tarpaulin Manufacturer High Court Pet 
& r 
PAWLEY. ALBERT, Great Wigston, Leicestershire, Tailor Leicester Pet 
Mays Ord May 8 
RICHARDSON. JOHN, Chichester, Cook Brighton Pet May 1 Ord May 
a | Hrram, Oldham, Colliery Proprietor Oldham Pet April "3 Ord 


ay 8 

a aancontes | = aia Aldersgate st, China Importer High 
ou et May 

Suargyest, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Engineer Nottingham Pet March 23 Ord 


Mey 

SMITH. Pease PAUL, Belvobesie. Northumberland, Varnish Manufacturer 
Carlisle Pet May7 Ord May 

SmiTH. ROBERT genes York, Stoxkbroker York Pet April 27 Ord May7 

STENHOUSE, JAMES, an d JAMES 1 ~-T STENHOUSE. Folkestone, Carvers Can- 

terbury Pet ‘A sori 24 Ord May 

TOMLINSON, JAMES, ddlesborough, @ a Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet i Aeee 11 Ord 

Toursow, HENRY, Manningham, Tin Plate Worker Bradford Pet Mays Ord 


ay 
VALE, Onn ee? Essex rd, Islington, Wine Merchant High Court Pet May 2 


Wane, Davib, Yetrad £ Rhondda, Glamorganshire, Boot Dealer Pontypridd Pet 
ay 
Wants, Eruzant, Frampington, Cambridgeshire, Solicitor Oambridge Pet 
D r y9 
heheae — | J “we! oe. West Cowes, Photographer Newportand Ryde Pet 
Ap’ r 
Wan 14 ee WILKINSON, Wallsend, Engineman Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
ay ay 8 
WILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Llanrwst, Denbighshire, Innkeeper Portmadoc and Blae- 
nau Festiniog Pet May9 Ord M ay 
Wu 7 wi a Shields, Licensed Victualler Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
ay 9 r ay 9 
WOLSTENHOLME, THOMAS, Belasworth, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Farmer Sheffieli 
Pet April19 Ord May 
Woop, GEorGE, Stockton he Tees, Butcher Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet May5 Ord May7 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
DAsEEaYELA, yy aeaae, Knutsford, Cheshire, Bootmaker Manchester Pet May 
12 Ord May1 
mee 4 RoseEkt, Alexander rd, Hornsey, Stationer High Court Pet May 12 
ay 12 
BuLitER, The Hon WALTER zAnee, Churston, Devon, Gent East Stonehouse 
Pet April 21 Ord May 
Omatz. figs, Plaitford. Wilts, Wood Dealer Southampton Pet May i1 
rd May 11 
=. Henry, Newport, Salop, Innkeeper Stafford Pet May 11 
ré ay lt 
CHEEK, Marvin, Cardiff, Plumber Cardiff Pet Mayii Ord May 
Coorns, or ARTHUR, Chichester, Grocer Brighton Pet. ae 119], Ord 





Dove oats Lionas, Deedee. } Northumberland, Fisherman Newcastle on Tyne 
ay 10 Or ay 1 
nua aa Bradford, Peotditen Merchant Bradford Pet May 12 Ord 
ay 
EpwAR>s, by OHN, Brighton, China Dealer Brighton Pet Mayit Ord May 
FLETCHER, WILLIAM, we gy = Ripley, Yorss, Corn Miller Noi th- 
allerton Pet May 10 Ord Ma —— 
Gray, Davin, St Helen’s. Saddler Liverpool Pet May1 Ord May 
wre pa Cheltenham, Picture Frame Maker Cheltenham Pet May 10 
rd May 10 
HALL, WALTER JaMEs, St. Margaret’s, Twickenham, Clerk High Court Pet 
May10 Ord May 10 
HARLAND, SAMUEL, Leods, Tobacconist Leeds Pet May 10 Ord May 10 
HASLIP, JAMES FRED 'REDERICK, Victoria teer, New Southgate, Oilman Edmonton 
Pet fd 12 .. May 12 
EAP, SARAH AN Dasuiey, Watchmaker Burnley Pet Mayi2 Ord Ma 
Howourn, WItLtAi HEnkRY, Colne, Lancashire, Grocer Burnley Pet 4 "12 
r ay 1 
JoNnEs, Davip, Aberystwith, Butcher Aberyswith Pet May i1 Ord May 11 
Kay, ALFRED HERVEY, and GEORGE poenen, Westbourne grove, Florist’ High 
Court Pet May i1_ Ord May 
KITcHING, JOHN, and RICHARD "KizouNo, Bowness, Westmorland, Farmers 
Kendal Pet May 12 Ord Ma: 
LEwIs, conve, one Jenn LEWIS, 1 Boot Dealers Durham Pet May 
11 Ord May 1 
Lvusiin, E., Leadenhall st High Court Pet April20 Ord May 11 
LUNN, WIrraM, Grantham, Tobacconist Nottingham Pet Mayi1 Ord May 11 
MANLEY, WILLIAM J., resid-nce unknown High Court Pet April 13_ Ord May 11 
“aq, CHARLES, Billiter sq, Merchant High Court Pet May 11 Ord 


May 
Meussneas, GEORGE Gipsy am. Sydenham, Tobacco Manufacturer High Court 

Pet March8 Ord May 1 
MureHEAD, GEORGE. Blyth, Notts, Farmer Sheffield Pet April 24 Ord May 11 
Pycock, yaad WILLIAM, Leeds, Stone Merchant Leeds Pet May 19 Ord 


May 1 
OOTHAM, Sams BENSON, Reston, Northampton, Shoemaker Northampton 
Pet ‘April 23 Ord Ma 
omee, 7 Ly u Sisson, High st, Deptford, Oilman Greenwich Pet May 7 


7 
STURGES, yg A Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer Northampton Pet May 


10 ay 10 
TATE, Tee Ambleside, Westmoreland, Clogger Kendal Pet May 12 
r 
Ta N, Hex Essex rd, Islington, Provision Merchant High Court Pet 
ri 
THORNTON, por Mag 20 acid, Joiner Huddersfield Pet May 11 Ord 
Ma: 
TISLEY, Tree, St Dunstan’s in the West, Fleet st, Vestry Clerk High Court 
Pet May3 Ord May 11 
WEDGBERROW, THOMAS Cormazt, Dudley, Worcester, Police Constable Dudley 
Pet May8 Ord May 
The following cae notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 
PRICE, FRANCIS FREDERICK COCKBURN, Norwich, Tobacconist Norwich Pet 
April 24 Ord May 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ASE ay, MAURICE, co's st, Knightsbridge, Furniture Dealer May 23 at 12 
Carey 8 ico 
pa. ALFRED EDw. Orpington, Kent, out of business May 23 at 12 
Dankraptey bidgs, Lincoln's inn ¥ 





BRADLEY, DAVID, Stroud, Tailor May 22 at4 Teper Hotel, Stroud 
BEOowN, JAMES, Stroud, Grocer May 22 at 2.30 perial Hotel, Stroud 
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Oatn, THOMAS, Nottingham, Provision Dealer May 24 at 11 Off Reo, 1, High 
pavement, Nottingham 
es A ta? postemoutl, Captain of Connaught Rangers June 4 at38 166, 
ueen st, 
K, ALFRED, Plaitford, Wilts, Wood Dealer May 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, East 


st, Southampton 
Cuma. hy -~ 4 Henry, Newport, Salop, Innkeeper May 28 at 11.30 County 
jurt, 0. 
Ono, oy ha Hammersmith rd, Poulterer May 23ati1i 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
Croom. HENRY Lage, Bournemeeth, Auctioneer May 3iati Inns of Court 
0 


Davigs, JoHN, pitteowe, 2 Notts, Plumber May 24 at 12 Off Rec, 1, High 


pavement, No 


DOUGLAS, THOMAS, Beainell Northumberland, Fisherman May 2at2.30 Off | 


ec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

ELLIs. RICHARD PINCOMBE, Versailles rd, Anerley, out of business May 24 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs. Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Evans, SAMUEL, sayaton, | Pembrokeshire, Dormer May 30at12 Temperance 
Hall, Pembroke Doc 

Guam, JOHN, Bethnal a rd, Gilder May 25 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

Hammond, BEnsJamtin, St. Leonard’s on Sea, Dental Surgeon May 22 at 2 
County Court. Bank bidgs, sen 

er <> Birstall, Yorks, Fish Dealer May 22 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank 
chmbrs, ey 

HASKELL, FRANK, Southampton, 2 Musical Instrument Seller May 30 at 11 Off 
Rec, 4, East st, Southa: 

Hocan, Makttn, Pont. ool, 
gar pl. Newport, 

HoILE, ALFRED MARBLES. "Colfe rd, Stanstead rd, Forest hill, Builder May 23 at 

12 109, Victoria st, W: estminster 

Horus, JOHN, Neath. Saddler May 22 at 11.80 Castle Hotel, Neath 

Hosk1InG, WILLIAM JAMES, Orford st, Marlborough rd, Chelsea, Suteher May | 
24at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

HUNTER, Henry J! OHN, Landport, Hampshire, China Dealer May 28 at 3.30 | 
166, Queen st, Port 

LEvy, yoo Pentonville rd rd, King’s Cross, Clothier May 24 at 12 33, Carey st, | 

Dco n 

MATTHEWS, JOHN REES, Bedwas, Mon, Farmer May 25at12 Off Rec, 12, Trede- 

gar pl, ‘owners, Mon 


MOORHOUSE, anita, Stratford, Essex, Widow May 24 at 11 33, Carey st, Lin- | 


coln’s 
sunny, Jo OuN, F Petersfield, Hampshire, Mail Contractor May 28 at3 166, Queen 
or’ 
PornTon, HENEY, Coventry, Designer May 26at11 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, | 


Coventry 

THORNTON, BERRY, Huddersfield, Joiner May 25at3 Haigh & Son, Solicitors, 
New st, Huddersfield 

TOWERS, ARTHUR WILSON, Nottingham, Publican May 25at 12 Off Rec, 1, High | 
pavement, Nottingham 

WARD, WILLIAM, and JosEPH WARD, Beston, Lincolnshire, Brush Manufacturers | 
May 23 at 12.30 Off Rec, 48, High st, Boston 

The following amended potioss are substituted oo those published in the 
London Gazette of May 
Comey, ; zo OHN, Birmingham, out of busiuess _& 30 at 10.30 County Court, 


bury 
HILDER, GORHAM, West st, Gravesend, Corn Merchant May 23 at11.30 Off Rec, 
High st, Rochester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ALDOUS, FRANCIS J. seems, Chelmsford, Livery Stable Keeper Chelmsford Pet 
April17 Ord May 
te} Y ny Enutsford, Cheshire, Bootmaker Manchester Pet May 
CaINn, *twonas 2 ,3 Provision Dealer Nottingham Pet April 23 Ord 
Osan, 7 Tionas, C Chapter terr, Walworth, out of work High Court Pet April 20 
y 10 


COLE, HERBERT, Sewdley st, Clapton High Court Pet March 22 Ord May 12 
bee Ys wewane ARTHUR, Chichester, Grocer Brighton Pet May 11 Ord 


Dosson, Gaoncs, Leicester, Chemist Leicester Pet April12 Ord May 10 
DovuGtas, THomas, Beadnell, Northumberland, Fisherman Newcastle on Tyne 


Mon) Painter May 25at12.30 Off Rec, 12, Trede- | 


| 


Gosny siaape, Hertert st, Hoxton, Upholsterer High Gourt Pet May7 Ord 

Cum, * Farm rd, Chalk Farm, Bedding Manufacturer High 
Pet Ma: — Ord May 10 

curry. Biber, Cheltenham, Picture Frame Maker Cheltenham Pet May 10 


Heap, Sanam Aww, Burnley, Watchmaker Burnley Pet May 12 Ord May 12 
Hoaan. Maurin, Pontypool, Mon, Painter Newport,Mon Pet omnes Ord 


Hoorer, WILLIAM a Ventnor, I W, Tobacconist Newport and Ryde 
Pet May 5 Ord wey 0 
HOoy1g, 19 e d, nr Halifax, Factory Operative Halifax Pet April 17 


1 
Kiesy, FRancts JOHN yonsats, Ansty Frith, Leicester, Solicitor Leicester 
Pet April i4 Ord May 


G, JOHN, and RICHARD Krrcuine, Bowness, Westmorland, Farmers 
Kendal Pet May1i Ord Ma 
Lawn, cones, an Saeed r, Boot Dealers Durham Pet May 





Ord May 1 
Lroxg, J 0 a Glipstene st, Fitzroy sq, Draper, &c. High Court Pet April30 Ord 


| N, Tow WARD Ray Epmonps, The Graig, nr Monmouth, Esq Newport, 
Mon bat: Ord 

| Marks, S., ae rd, —_ ey, Mattress Manufacturer High Court 
} 
; Mason, eee AN AvuGustvus, Stamford Bridge, Yorks, Brewer York Pet April 


Pet inch 13 Ord May 12 
| Mayes, HENRY Winrzax, Union ct, a Broad st, Commission Merchant High 
Court Pet April 24° Ord May 12 
| Mataa, JOHN, pasa, Nottinghamshire, Licensed Victualler Derby Pet April 


| Norra. CHARLES ivan MolIntyrs, Borough High st, Southwark, Architect 
High Court Pet April 10 Ord May 0 

| NOTTINGHAM, Wu114M, sen, Cambridze Mews, East Kilburn, Cab Proprietor 
High Court Pet April 12 Ord May 12 

| onameie. WILLIAM, Crawshawbooth, nr Rewpgeel. Lancashire, Cotton 

gl an cy Pet Jae? 10 7 Pry hiay ° Otis 

oventry, Designer Coven e 

XPREDERIGK COCESUEN, Norwish, Tobacconist Norwich Pet 
April 24 Ord May 9 

Pycock, L- Wit1am, Leeds, Stone Merchant Leeds Pet May 10 Ord 


Rivas, 50 ay Cheadle, Grocer Stoke upon = ent Pet May a Ord May 11 
a nuns SKILLETER, Reading, Reading t March 29 Ord 


| SomenvatL, 5 AMES Taqereen, and FREDERICK GEORGE wo Tooley g South- 
wark, Pr: High Court Pet March Ord May 
| STEVENSON, W E, Al Court Pet March 6 vOrd M 
Northampton Pet 4 


| Poyntox, HENE 
| PRICE, FRANCIS 


Ya st,Gent High 
| GEORGE,  peaenneeteaed Shoe Manufacturer 


| es TuoMas, A Ambleside, Westmorland, Clogger Kendal Pet Mayit Ord 

THsckasn, Sosura HENRY, Aldersgate st, Printer High Court Pet May9 Ord 
| Wannnsz0%, BEN CowPer, West Hartlepool, Plumber Sunderland Pet May 9 
var FREDERICK, Christchurch, Hampshire, Builder Poole Pet April 16 
WEBB, ALFRED, Radipole, nr Weymouth, Musical Instrument Dealer Dorches- 


ter Pet May7 Ord Ma 
WILLIAMS, JOHN, Tiverpool, Clerk Liverpool Pet March 28 Ord May 12 








SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


May 25.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, at the Mart, at 2p. m, _ Freehold Residences 
ait Building Estate (see advertisement, this week, p. 482). 
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OTe app: 
URN, ally if possible, 43, 1S Groat rter, yapped socradors ; viewed at | balance in value if _ F 
wt personally if p le, ‘ower- aos ‘ per; may a aid Address, F., 
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KENSINGTON. 
By order of the Executors of R. A. Cosier, Esq., de- 
ceased.—Valuable Stabling, situate No. 19, Dray- 
son-mews, Holland-street, comprising five stalls 
and a loose box, coach-house, harness room, and 
accommodation for coachman. Held by lease for 
8 years from Christmas, 1871, at a ground-rent of 
£7 TeeR annum. With early possession. 
wo’ FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
. & CO. will OFFER for SALE by 
gt SOT the MARr. z C.. ~ WEDNESDAY, 
, . o’clock, the above LEASE- 

HOLD STABLING. 

May be viewed. and particulars had of Messrs. 
Baker, Folder. & Upperton, Solicitors, 14, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, W.C. ; at the Mart, E.C.; and of Messrs. 
Farebrother, Ellis, Clark. & Co., 29, Fieet-street, 
Temople-bar, and 18, Old Broad-street E.C. 


TWICKENHAM. 
order of the Mortgagee.- St. Margaret’s.—Long 
asehold Investments, in three conveniently- 

arranged houses, being Nos. 1, 3, and 7, Claremont- 
road, a few mioutes’ walk from the station, of 
leasing elevation, double-fronted with square 
ys, and having small gardens. Held for 99 years 
from 1881, at £10 per house, and let at inadequate 
rents of £40 each per annum. 
MESS. AREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. will OFFER for SALE by 
AUCTION, at the MART. Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., 
on WEDNESDAY, 20th JUNE, at TWO o’clock, in 
Three Lots, the above LEASEHOLDS. 

Particulars of Mesers. Langton & Son, Solicitors, 
37. Queen _ Victoria-street, E.C.; at the Mart; and of 
Meesrs_Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, & Co., 29. Fleet- 
street, Temple-bar. and 18, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


CITY OF LONDON. 

By order of the Trustee.—A highly valuable, well- 
secured Freehold Ground-rent of £250 per annum, 
arising out of the warehouse premises situate No. 
275, Upper Thames-street. They are situate at the 
corner of Bennett’s-hill, to which and Upper 
Thamee-street they occupy an ieaportast frontage, 
and comprise a most substantial bnilding of base- 
ment, ground, and three upper floors, rebuilt in 
conjunction with Messrs. Rownson, Drew, & "o.’s 
extensive adjoining property, and leased to them 
for 80 years from 1872. 

M ESSRS. -FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 

CLARK, & CO. will OFFER for SALE by 

AUCTION, at the MART. Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., 

on WEDNESDAY, 20th JUNE, 1888, at TWO. the 

above ig se ep apne FREEHOLD GROUND- 

RENT, including the reversion expectant in about 64 


years. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained 
of Messrs. Cl 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C.; at the Mart, E.C.; 
and of Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, & Co., 29, 
_— Temple-bar, and 18, Old Broad-strect, 


.C. 


B 





ISLINGTON. 

Close to the Angel and City-road.—Valuable Free- 
hold Ground-rents, with reversion to rack rents, in 
38 years, of £1,500 aT annum. - 

ESSRS. DENT & DALLAS will OFFER 

for SALE. at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 

on _ FRIDAY, JUNE 1, at TWO o’clock precisely, 
in Lots, as follows :— 





one | Rever. oti 
round- | sion to| mate 
Rent. | Property. | Rack | Rack 

} | Rents.| Rents, 





£48 0 0 Nos. 17, 18, 19, Vincent- 
terrace ... ‘as ...(388 years £142 0 0 

24 0 ONos. 20, 21, 22, 23, Vin- 
| cent-terrace ... cool 
18 0 O.Nos. 13, 13a, 14, 15, Gor-| 
on-street 90s = 
18 0 O.Nos. 16, 17, 18, Gordon- 
Fully-liconsed C s| 
elice: orner 
| Public-house,known 
as the ce of 
Wales,Sudely-street 


and Nos. 135 and 137, 
Graham-street, ad- 


o | 19900 


Do. | 12000 


Do. 102 0 0 


No. 1, Sudely-street... 
Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, Sudely- 
No. 8, Sudely-street_... 
Nos. 9 and 10, Sudely-| 
| street... wea sel 
Nos. 11 and 13, Sudely- 
| street... ove = 
No. 12, Sudely-street. ... 
No, 14, Sudely-street ... 
0. 15, Sudely-street .. 

0. 29, Sudely-street ... 


N 
N 
No. 30, Sudely-street ... 
Nos. 31, 32, 33, 34, Sudely- 


No. 36, Sudely-street ...| 6 
No, 36, Sudely-street .... Do. 


| £1,502 0 0 


> 
wo 
o 
° 


ooo 
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Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, to 
be obtained at the og da Wares 2 Wie Seen, 
Sudely-street, Islin ; @ e uction Mart; o 
Messrs. Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, & Michelmore, Solici- 
tors, 4, Bloomsbury-square, W.C.; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 34, Great James-street, Bedford-row, W.O. 





Sons, & Fargus, Solicitors, 10, | 


| son, Esq., to SEL 


| tract), the above v 


Telephone No. 1,669. Telegraphic address, “‘ Akaber, 


London.’’—Sales for the Year 1888, 
MM ESSES. BAKER & SONS beg to an- 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED ES- 
TATES, Investments, Town, Suburban, and Country 
Houses, Business Premises, Building Land, Ground 
Rents, Reversions, Shares, and other Properties, will 
pd held at the Mart, Tcokenhouse-yard, E.C., as 
OMOWS :— 
Friday, May 25 | Friday, July 20 | Friday, Oct 12 
Friday, Junes | Friday, Aug 3 Friday, Oct 26 
Friday, June 22 | Friday, Aug 24 | Friday, Nov 16 
Friday, June 29 | Friday, Sept 7 Friday, Nov 30 
Friday, July 13 _ | Frilay, Sept 21 | Friday, Dec 14 

Auctions can be held on days besides those above 

specified.—No. 11, Queen Victoria-street. E.C. 

WEST KENSINGTON. 
Freehold Residences, let on repairing leases. 

\ ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL 
4 by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRI- 
DAY, MAY 25, at TWO, in Three Lots. three FREE- 
HOLD Queen Anne red-brick RESIDENCES, 
known as Inglethorpe, Vanbrugh, and Fairh olme, 
Challoner-street, Baron’s Court, West Kensington 
(two minutes from West Kensington Station of Dis- 
trict Railway), substantially built, with every modern 
improvement, and all let on repairing leases at £95, 
£90, and £140 (rising to £160) per annum, and offering 
excellent investments. 

Particulars of Messrs. Billinghurst, Wood, & Pope, 
Solicitors, 7, Bucklersbury, E.C, and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 11. Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 

BRONDESBURY. 
Excellent detached Family Residence, let on repair- 
ing lease at £85 perannum. — 

MESSES BAKER & SONS will SELL 

by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY. 
MAY 25, at O, the well-built RESIDENCE 
known as Ingleton, pleasantly situate on the 
Brondesbury Park Estate, Willesden-lane, seven 
minutes from Brondesbury stations of North London 
and Metropolitan Railways. It contains three recep- 
tion and eight bed rooms, ample offices, and gardens. 
Let toa good tenant on repairing lease, at £85 per 
annum. Leasehold for 9' years unexpired, at a 
ground-rent of £14 per annum. 

Particulars of J. D. Gover, Esq., Solicitor, 10, Wal- 
brook, E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Vic- 
toria-street, E.C. 


HARLESDEN, MIDDLESEX. 
By order of the Mortgagees.—Valuable Freeholi 
Building Estate of 12 acres. 

N ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL by 
Nn AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRI- 
DAY, MAY 25, at TWO, the FORTUNE-GATE 
ESTATE, most eligibly situate in the main Harrow- 
road, Harlesden, five minutes from Willesden Junc- 
tion, oo acies of highly valuable freehold 
building land, having extensive frontages to the 
main Harrow-road and other roads. The estate is 
one of the few uncovered sites in this favourite sub- 
surb, fully ripe for development, and is well worth 
the attention of land companies and others as offer- 
ing a remunerative and lucrative investment, from 
which large profits can be ediately realized by 
creation of ground-rents or re-selling in plots. The 
adjoining estates have been most_ successfully 
developed, and a large number of good-class houses 
erected thereon, which readily let, There is a com- 
plete system of main drainage on the estate. 

Particulars, plans, and conditions of Messrs, Phil- 
pott & Calloway, Solicitors, Cranbrook, Kent, and of 
the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street. E.C. 


MIDDLESEX. 

White Webbs-park, Enfield.—A very choice Free- 
hold Residential Estate, situate in a favourite 
locality, within two miles of stations on the Great 
Eastern and Great Northern Railways, affording 
excellent train service, and only 14 miles from the 
City of London. The estate comprises a total area 
of about 250 acres, of which 120 acres are grass, 
about 30 arable, and the remainder wood planta- 
tions, &c., forming excellent coverts for the preser- 
vation of game. It includes a substantially-built 
family mansion, in perfect order, approached by 
two lodge entrances through a grandly timbered 
park, surrounded by charming plearure grounds, 
shrubberies, and ornamental w . The stabling, 
coach-houses, farmery, cottages, and other offices, 
and kitchen gardens are well arranged and con- 
veniently placed. s 

ESSRs. BEADEL & OO. are instructed 

by the Trustees of the late Henry Cox Wilkin- 

L by AUCTION, at the MARI, 

Tokephouse-yatd, London, E.C., on THURSDAY, 

JUNE7, 188, at ONE o’clock precisely (unless an 

acceptable offer be previously made by private con- 

uable PROPERTY. 

Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, may 
be obtained of Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
Russell, & Hill, Solicitors, 4, Bedford-row, London. 

.C.; at the Mart; and, with orders to view, of 
a. Beadel & Co., 97, Gresham-street, London, 











BATH.-—First-elass Ground Rents. x 
MM BSses. POWELL & POWELL will 
SELL by AUCTION at the CITY AUCTION 
MART, Quiet-street, bath, on TUESDAY, the 29th 
MAY, i888, at THREE o’clock p.m. precisely, well- 
secured GROUND RENTS to unt 
perannum. In about Eighty Lots. 
Detailed particulars may obtained of the Auc- 
i o. 8, Union-street, Bath ; an & 
Son, Terrace-walk, Bath; or of Stone, , & Co., 





Solicitors, Bath. 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1888, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City »f Lonéor, as follows —- 
Tues., May 29 Tues., July 10 
Tues , June 5 Tues., July 17 
Tues., June 12 Tues., July 24 
Tues., June 19 Tues., July 31 
Tues., June 26 Tues., Aug 7 
Tues., July 3 Tues., Aug 14 
Tues., Aug 21 
Auctions can also be held on other days. In order to 
insure proper publicity, due notice should be given. 
The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
oe gery to be sold. A printed scale of terms can be 
_ hing Cheapside, or will be forwarded. Telephone 
0. 1,503, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
A FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
E.C., or will be sent by rost in return for three stamps.— 
Particulars for insertica should be received not later than 
four days previous to the eud of the preceding month. 


1882. E., No. 354. In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division, Mr. Justice North.—Ia the 
Matter of the Advowson of the Rectory of Ellough, 
&c., and In the Matter of the Settled Land Act, 1882. 

M B. JAMES ROBERT CASSELL (of the 

firm of Messrs. Fuller, Horsey, Sons, & Cas- 
sell) will SELL by AUCTION, with the approval of 

Mr. Justice North. at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 

London, E.C., on WEDNESDAY, MAY 23, at '1WO 

o’clock precisely, the ADVOWSON of the RECTORY 

of ELLOUGH, Suffolk, of the net value of about 
£300 per annum. The population of the parish is 
about 153 persons ; the parish covers an area of about 

1,500 acres, and the age of the present incumbent is 

36 years. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. Troutbeck & Barnes, Solicitors, 6, West- 
minster-chambers,S.W. ; at the Mart ; and of Messrs. 
Fuiler, Horsey, Sons, & Cassell, 11, Billiter-square, 
London, E.C. 


Tues., Dec 11 











HYDE PARE. 

No. 10, Sussex-gardens.—At a low reserve.—By order 
of the Trustees, re Sangster, deceased.—Sound in- 
vestment, calculated to pay 7 per cent. First-class 
Town Residence, situated at the corner of Talbot- 
square, only three minutes’ walk from Paddington 


Station. 

Vy 28385. FULLER & FULLER are in- 

structed to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, Tokevhouse-yard, City, on THURSDAY, 
May 31, at TWO, the above well-built, long LE ASE- 
HOLD RESIDENCE, which contains two spacious 
drawing rooms, large dining room, library, coaserva- 
tory, commodious nurseries, seven principal and 
secondary bed rooms, dressing room, ample servants’ 
accommodation, and offices. The property is held 
for 99 years from Michaelmas, 1850, at £25 per annum, 
and let on lease for 21 years, from 188!, at £220 for the 
first seven years, and £210 per annum after Michael- 
mas next to end of term. 

Particulars may be had of Messrs. Crossman & 
Prichard, Solicitors, 16, Theobald’s-road, W.C.; of 
W. W. Gabriel, Esq, Solicitor, 43, Lincoin’s-inn- 
filds; or of the Auctioneers, 70, Queen-street, 


Cheapside, E.C. Se le 
Others Seoking 





ARRISTERS and 

CHAMBERS close to the Law Courts.—. 
splendid Suite of two, three, or five rooms to be Let, 
in a fine Building quite near the Law Courts, and 
adjoining the Chancery-lane Safe Deposit. Lighted 
by electric light and every convenience; moderate 
rent —-Aony at the Collector’s Office, in the Hall of 
63 and 64, Chancery-lane. 


FKICES in BEDFORD-ROW.—Ground 
floor (four good rooms and strong room).— 
Apply to E. BROMLEY, 43, Bedford-row, London, W.C. 


(pez to be LET.— Some splendid 
Rooms in a fine building close to the Law 
Courts, the Patent Office, and the Uhancery-lane 
Safe Deposit; lighted by electric light, and with 
every convenience; moderate rent; well suited fora 
solicitor, law stationer, or patent agent.—Apply at 
the Collector’s Office, in the Hall of 63 and 64, Uhan- 


cery- lane. 
FFICES and OHAMBERS, — Lofty 
and Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 
Let at Lonsdale Chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 
{opposite the New,Law Courts). Also , well- 
ed Rooms for Meetings, Arbitrations, &c.-- 
Apply to Messrs. Launpy & Co., Chartered Account~ 
ants, on the premi 


IGHT OFFICES to be Let close to the 


Bank of England; 2 rooms on the Second 
Floor and a suite of 3 rooms on the Third Floor at 




















very low rentals.—Apply te 8. WaLKER & RUNTZ, 23, 
| Moargate-strect, EU, a ; ‘ 











